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ABSTRACT 
Along the northern coast of Quintana Roo, Mexico, prehistoric ceramic usage included a 
variety of unslipped forms. During field excavations at the Maya coastal site of Vista Alegre, 
Drs. Jeffrey Glover and Dominique Rissolo recovered a high volume of sherds comprising a 
number of vessel type-varieties and forms. Vessel fragments collected from the Vista Alegre 
assemblage are comprised largely of ambiguous unslipped plain and unslipped striated sherds. 
This study explores distinct diagnostic attributes associated with these unlipped plain and 
unslipped striated sherds such as paste composition, texture, color, rim forms, and handle styles. 
This research facilitates future ceramic research along the northern coast of Quintana Roo 
  
promoting otherwise undefined sherds into a more systematic classification based on recorded 
modal characteristics.     
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1     INTRODUCTION  
Under most conditions, however, due to its abundance, durability, and 
preservation, as well as its functional, artistic, and aesthetic fictile qualities under 
diverse natural and cultural environmental circumstances, pottery is more useful 
to the archaeologist as a principal guide to the ordering and relative dating of 
prehistoric sequences. In addition pottery, by virtue of its primary malleability in 
manufacture, is one of the most sensitive and revealing of man’s consistently used 
artifacts. It holds a potential for mirroring the subtlest of changes in cultural 
tastes, and it is representative of the artistic spirit prevailing in a culture at the 
time that it is made [Gifford 1976:3]. 
 
 In the Maya area, archaeologists have developed a typological approach used to define 
ceramic material that draws from a systematic, scientific classification including references to 
ethnographic and historical data that combined together provide a clearer picture of the often 
complex sociapolitical landscape of prehistoric Mesoamerica. Archaeologists such as Robert 
Smith, George Brainerd, Gordon Willey, and James Gifford have influenced the way in which 
prehistoric ceramics are examined in the Americas. The type-variety-mode system of ceramic 
analysis was set forth during the 1950s and 1960s as a collaborative effort by archaeologists 
Robert Smith, Gordon Willey, and James Gifford. Based on the research of earlier archaeologists 
working in the Maya area, this novel system was offered as a new standardized set of procedures 
that leaned heavily upon a more strenuous model of analysis in hopes of making pottery a more 
effective agent for interpreting culture history and chronologies (Smith et al. 1960:330). The 
type-variety system is ideal for producing typologies based on morphological descriptive 
mechanisms (Powis 2002:14). The system is ideal for comparing these basic morphologies 
among sites and regions with already well established cultural chronologies. In addition, the 
type-variety system allows for the interpretation of the sherd or vessel fragment as a basic unit 
for analysis. Often sherds or partial vessels maintain suitable diagnostic characteristics that are 
discernible and measurable (Amador 2005:22). 
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 The focal point of this study considers Middle Preclassic-Terminal Classic ceramic 
material made up of 3,577 ambiguous unslipped plain and unslipped striated sherds recovered 
from the Maya site of Vista Alegre, Quintana Roo, Mexico (Figure 1.1), in relation to similar 
material recovered in this part of the Maya world. In total, 226 unslipped plain and unslipped 
striated ceramics from the Vista Alegre collection along with 70 samples from differing sites 
(stored at the Ceramoteca del Centro INAH, Yucatán, Mexico) were analyzed using the type-
variety-mode system along with a contextual component analysis highlighting the complex 
stratigraphy of Units 8 and 9 from excavations at Vista Alegre. Further, this study discusses the 
development of the classification of unslipped wares in the Maya area, with an emphasis on 
explaining minute variations inherent within particular physical characteristics of Vista Alegre 
Striated: Vista Alegre (tecomates) ceramic material. 
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Figure1.0.1 Map of Study Area (after Glover et al. 2011:196). 
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1.1 Purpose of Study 
The purpose of this thesis first involves the documentation of the diagnostic attributes of 
a sample of the unslipped ceramic assemblage of Vista Alegre sherds. The study focused mostly 
on the type-variety Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre because this was the most heavily 
represented in the site collection and from samples taken. Second, a contextual analysis of sherds 
according to stratigraphy excavated from Units 8 and 9 at Vista Alegre may provide a better 
understanding of ceramic sequences during different periods of site occupation. Finally, samples 
of corresponding materials were analyzed from other sites within the Yalahau region and 
surrounding areas. Distinctions made from the comparative analysis of the Vista Alegre ceramic 
material and sample materials from other regional sites were used to place the more ambiguous 
sherds from the Vista Alegre collection into their most probable typology within the framework 
of the type-variety system. By focusing primarily on sherds with the most noticeable diagnostic 
attributes, the material was able to be segregated quantitatively according to individual physical 
characteristics such as, but not limited to, color, paste composition, striation patterning, handle 
forms, and rim forms. This modal analysis will compliment the type-variety approach. These 
groupings will allow future research in the area to better recognize and sort unslipped sherds into 
their appropriate types based on certain attribute criteria. Additionally, this meticulous study 
provides a means to categorize and isolate minute attribute differences inherent in the Vista 
Alegre unslipped material. In the future, larger sample sizes may allow for the establishment of 
new types and/or varieties when enough comparative differences exist between the Vista Alegre 
Striated materials. 
5 
  
1.2 Expected Results  
The purpose of this study was to determine through modal analysis variances in physical 
characteristics of similar types-varieties at the site of Vista Alegre and then compare them to 
sample sherds from nearby regions. The intent and overall objective is to situate the unslipped 
Vista Alegre site material into its associated type-variety-mode, when possible, with the future 
potential of creating additional sub-categories of Vista Alegre Striated wares when distinct 
clusters of modal characteristics arise that would isolate groups into new stylistic divisions. The 
type-variety-mode groupings will allow for a better understanding of the ceramic sequence of 
previously questionable ceramic material at Vista Alegre during Middle Preclassic to Terminal 
Classic periods with a focus on the Terminal Classic type-varieties Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río (tecomate and olla jars). Moreover, the 
representative sample of Vista Alegre unslipped material was utilized as a necessary guide in 
order to properly study overall variability from expected modal characteristics. Subtle physical 
distinctions noticeable within modal characteristics would no doubt be inherent within individual 
local communities. Given the nature of locally produced utility wares, local potters may have 
been allowed the liberty to stray somewhat from vessel conformity in order to produce ceramics 
that met the necessity of particular everyday functions. From samples recorded at the 
Ceramoteca a comparison will be made with the unslipped Vista Alegre material in order to note 
regional variation and help future research regarding the interaction of ancient Maya inhabiting 
the Yucatán Peninsula during different periods of occupation. 
1.3 Thesis Outline 
Chapter 2 defines the study area with first highlighting the natural environment and 
regional ecology of northeastern Quintana Roo and the Yalahau region. A cultural historical 
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overview is followed by previous archaeological investigations in northeastern Quintana Roo. 
Finally, a discussion of the site of Vista Alegre covers the area’s ecological and, occupational 
history, and recent archaeological investigations at and near the site. 
 Chapter 3 is a review of ceramic analysis in Maya archaeology over the past several 
decades. The type-variety system of ceramic classification has been an important method for 
scientific inquiry for classifying pottery in the Maya world. The type-variety system is described 
along with its development as a tool for the identification of prehistoric pottery including 
scholars who have implemented this system in their research. Further, Chapter 3 points out 
alternative methods of ceramic identification in Maya archaeology that many scholars believe 
should be used in addition to, or in place of the type-variety system. These additional 
methodologies, if used in conjunction with the type-variety system, may compliment and create 
added flexibility within the scope of ceramic identification that may aid in our understanding of 
the ancient Maya world. 
 Chapter 4 covers the methodology of the fieldwork and lab work conducted. Over two 
field seasons ceramics were measured and cataloged in order to classify them into potential 
types-varieties so they could then be compared with similar sherds at the Ceramoteca. Particular 
attention was also given to the unslipped ceramic material in Units 8 and 9 from Vista Alegre. In 
this way, variation in style, form, and understanding the chronological sequences of the sherd 
inventory by stratigraphy level helps us further define what might be local and nonlocal 
production practices In addition, a discussion of the local types-varieties of slipped and unslipped 
wares in the Yalahau region over time gives a clearer understanding of the local variability and 
availability of produced ceramic wares. 
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 In the concluding chapters (Chapters 5 and 6), the results of the analysis incorporate the 
measurements of particular physical characteristics such as rim and handle form, method of 
handle attachment, and surface color of Vista Alegre site material and compare those 
measurements with similar sherd samples taken from other nearby regions. These results add to, 
and may further compliment, future ceramic research in the northern Yucatán with regard to the 
interpretation of unslipped domestic vessel sherds and fragments in this part of the Maya world.  
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2 THE STUDY AREA: NORTHERN QUINTANA ROO AND THE YALAHAU 
REGION 
 Archaeological investigations require a concrete understanding of a region’s culture-
history including a working knowledge of the region’s local ecology. Placing archaeological 
sites in relation to a culture’s entire socio-political and ecological contexts provides a solid 
foundation in which the researcher may begin to address scientific inquiry that can then be tested 
against empirical data. The Mexican states of Campeche, Yucatán, and Quintana Roo make up 
approximately half of the entire Maya landscape. The northern Maya lowlands comprise the area 
from south central Quintana Roo and Campeche and extend north toward the coastal tip of the 
Yucatán Peninsula (Figure 2.1). During the Classic Period the northern Maya lowlands was once 
thought to be a marginalized area of Maya influence compared to areas further south. 
Archaeological research in the northern Maya lowlands over the last few decades is revealing 
new evidence to this once overlooked region (Uribe 2005:15). More recently, archaeologists 
familiar with the area are recognizing the overall socio-political significance this region may 
have had. within the context of the Maya world during the Classic period (Bey 2012:16; 
Braswell 2006:1-2). 
  
Figure 
 Along the northern coast 
was once the coastal waterways of ancient Maya 
across many parts of Mesoamerica
northern coast of the Yucatán and Quintana Roo likely w
2.1 Map of the Maya Area (after Sharer 1994:3). 
 
of the Yucatán Peninsula lies the mostly uncharted territory that 
traders responsible for the movement of goods 
 (Glover et al 2011:195). Coastal settlements located along the 
ere important stopping points for 
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traders 
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and travelers alike (Figure 2.2). Their geographical locations infused the settlements with a 
mixture of cultural ideals from larger settlements within the Maya area, some of which is 
evidenced in the ceramic inventory of port sites (Glover et al. 2011:195). 
 
Figure 2.1 Map Showing Yalahau Region (after Amador 2005:3). 
 
2.1 The Natural Environment 
The northern portion of Quintana Roo receives a higher abundance of rainfall in relation 
to other areas of the northern Maya lowlands. Ample rainfall (1200 mm-1500 mm annually 
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along the east coast) in the area is partly responsible for the formation of an array of protracted 
karst depressions geologically known as the Holbox fracture zone (Braswell 2006:1; Díaz 
1997:4-5; Leonard 2003:70; Rissolo 2003:23). This zone creates freshwater wetlands behind the 
coast where the karst topography joins with the local water table. The Yalahau’s 
characteristically high amounts of rainfall contribute to the region’s abundance of surface water. 
A porous limestone stratum, called sascab locally, allows for rapid water infiltration throughout 
the fracture zone which in turn promotes the development of subsurface eroded chambers, 
cenotes (natural sinkholes), and underwater tributaries. The region’s many cenotes, provide 
access to the water table. The infiltration of rain into the limestone stratum creates a thin lens of 
varied thickness of freshwater that floats on the denser salt water. The availability of fresh water 
depends solely on local rainfall and the collection of it within the karst topography. This fresh 
supply is affected by the degree of seasonal rainfall, the shape of surface and subsurface geology, 
as well as fluctuations in sea level (Braswell 2006:1; Díaz 1997:4-5; Rissolo 2003:23). 
 The Holbox fracture zone begins along the northern coast and continues south 
approximately 50 km and is roughly 40 km wide. Another less evident portion of this fracture 
zone extends another 50 km or so ending due north of the prehistoric site of Cóba. The north 
coast portion of the Holbox fracture zone which provides the most noticeable wetland resources 
is known as the Yalahau region (Fedick and Mathews 2005:36-37; Leonard 2013:59).  
2.2 Regional Ecology 
 The Yucatán Peninsula covers an extensive amount of land in southeastern Mexico that 
that is made up of mostly limestone bedrock and an expansive submarine shelf called the 
Campeche Bank. In the relatively shallow offshore waters sand barrier beaches separate interior 
lagoons and swamps from the Gulf of Mexico (Ball 1978:4). Although the northern portion of 
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Quintana Roo was not continuously occupied, this region contains a plentiful supply of fresh 
water, adequate soils, and abundant flora and fauna suitable for human habitation (Fedick and 
Mathews 2005:36-37). The diverse landscape of the north coast of Quintana Roo creates an 
environment with a rich variety of soils and vegetation. Zones of vegetation comprise perennial 
wetlands, swamp forests, well-drained uplands, semi-deciduous tropical forests, and secondary 
floral growth due to damage caused by hurricanes and periodic brush fires (Fedick and Mathews 
2005:36; Leonard 2013:61; Ochoa Rodríguez 2004: 8; Rissolo 2001:24).The region’s climate is 
warm and sub-humid, with monsoon rains stretching from spring through the summer months. 
Temperatures remain high in the region throughout the year with average temperature of around 
26° C ranging from 21.3° C (January) to 26.9° C (July-August) (Leonard 2013:73). 
The Yalahau region contains 175 freshwater wetlands covering an area approximately 
134 km² (Fedick and Mathews 2005:36). The terrain of the Yalahau is typically 20 m above sea 
level or lower. The elevations in the wetlands are at or near sea level. Other than wetlands, the 
Yalahau is made up of well-drained rolling uplands and coastal sand ridges with low amounts of 
actual sand (Leonard 2013:61). More rainfall occurs in the Yalahau region due to its proximity to 
the Caribbean as well as the merging of ocean winds from the Caribbean and Gulf, known as the 
“double sea-breeze effect” that produces above average thunderstorms (Leonard 2013:70-73). 
A wide range of floral and faunal diversity in the Yalahau region of northeastern 
Quintana Roo speaks to the rich ecosystems that were utilized by the ancient Maya people living 
in the area. The availability of abundant natural resources must have played a key role in the 
establishment of settlements in this area over time. 
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2.3 Cultural Historical Overview of the Area 
The northern Maya lowlands were once thought to be a marginalized area of Maya 
influence compared to areas further south. Current archaeological trends in our understanding of 
past lifeways in this part of the Maya world are beginning to change, however. The abundance of 
natural resources must have played a vital role in the establishment of settlements in this region 
over time.  
According to Glover (2012:274) the Yalahau region’s prehistoric occupational history 
(Figure 2.3) spans over four chronological time periods: Middle Preclassic (700-200 B.C.), Late 
Preclassic/Early Classic (200 B.C.-A.D. 600), Late/Terminal Classic (A.D. 600-1100), and the 
Postclassic (A.D. 1100-1521). 
 
Table 1 Yalahau Region Chronological Periods (after Glover 2012). 
Middle Preclassic 700-200 B.C. 
Late Preclassic/Early Classic 200 B.C.-A.D. 600 
Late/Terminal Classic A.D. 600-1100 
Postclassic A.D. 1100-1521 
 
The Middle Preclassic period is the first stage of human occupation noted 
archaeologically in this region. The Xe phase of western Peten is one of the oldest lowland 
ceramic complexes known to have existed during the Middle Preclassic. Xe ceramics are similar 
to coeval hard, white pottery found in Chiapas. Middle Preclassic Maya peoples may have also 
had ties to the Gulf Coast Olmecs based on jade celts recovered from excavations at Seibal (Coe 
2005:55). The beginnings of advanced architecture begin during this time with evidence of 
plaster covered platforms that supported perishable superstructures (Coe 2005:55). Ceramics that 
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highlight this period of time are from the Mamon sphere of influence. Mamom pottery is 
characterized by red and orange-red monochromes, waxy monochromes with polychromed 
stucco. Simple incising is present on the inside of bowls, and daubing on necked jars. Ceramic 
figurines are also present within the Mamon sphere of influence as well as pottery vessels with 
teapot like spouts used for pouring liquids such as drinks made from chocolate (Coe 2005:56; 
Hurst 2002; Powis et al. 2002). 
In the Yalahau region, the most common ceramic groups are Achiote, Dzudzuquil, 
Chunhinta, Kin, or Joventud (Glover 2006:646, 2012:274; Rissolo 2001). During the Middle 
Preclassic period Maya began to migrate to the Yalahau region from the northwestern side of the 
peninsula (see Rissolo et al. 2005) and potentially even earlier from further to the south (Glover 
et al. 2013; Rissolo 2001). This emergent population carried their ceramic traditions with them. 
 The Mamon ceramic sphere spread throughout the Maya lowlands during the Middle 
Preclassic. In the northern Maya lowlands, particular ceramic traditions emerged that have been 
labeled the Early Nabanché ceramic complex (see Andrews 1990). These materials are typically 
found in simple villages with evidence of agriculture, with the exception of Nakbe, located in the 
northern Peten. By 750 B.C. Nakbe had developed into a large city with platforms reaching 18 m 
in height which indicates the Maya during this time were developing more complex social forms 
than typically associated with small-scale village societies. 
Maya civilization had not yet developed its stylistic vaulted masonry architecture and art, 
or the Long Count calendar and writing. The Middle Preclassic may best be understood as a time 
in which the Maya culture began to spread and take shape. The Middle Preclassic may be 
considered the flowering stage that gives rise to the Late and Terminal Preclassic and the onset 
of Classic Maya culture.  
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During the Late Preclassic/Early Classic period, population increased exponentially in the 
Maya Lowlands, including the Yalahau region. Increased population was followed by a surge in 
the development of monumental architecture and a greater diversity of ceramics (Glover 
2006:651; Glover 2012:279). The Chikanel ceramic tradition influenced the central and northern 
Maya areas during this time. Usulutan ware is present during the Late Preclassic with wide, 
everted lips, and elaborate rim flanges. Vessels were typically legless and generally black or red 
monochrome, with a thick glossy slip. It was during this time in the Peten and Maya lowlands, 
more generally, that people produced massive architecture from easily cut limestone and 
limestone plaster. Major pyramids, platform structures, and courts were constructed with 
intricate stucco friezes, and stairways decorated with prevalent religious iconography appear 
during the second and third centuries A.D. (Coe 2005:76-77). The Terminal Preclassic show 
signs of new ceramic traits such as hollow, mamiform supports on bowls, hourglass shaped pot-
stands, and a wide range of polychromes applied over a translucent, glossy orange underslip 
(Coe 2005:84). 
Glover and Stanton (2010) argue that there is evidence of at least five regional ceramic 
spheres at work in the northern Maya lowlands during the transition from the Late Preclassic to 
the Early Classic. These spheres included the Central Yucatán, Eastern, Northern Plains, Puuc, 
and the Yalahau (Figure 2.3). The Yalahau regional ceramic sphere originated from work 
conducted in the Yalahau region in northern Quintana Roo and consists mostly of materials 
dating to the Terminal Preclassic and Early Classic periods such as Carolina, Sierra, and Tancah 
groups. Carolina group material, especially the olla vessel, is rare outside of the Yalahau region, 
whereas polychromes are considered rare within the region. These data suggest that the 
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occupational history of the Yalahau during this time was notably different from other areas of the 
northern Maya lowlands (Glover and Stanton 2010:65-67). 
At the end of the Terminal Preclassic, writing appears intermittently as celebratory 
documentation of important individuals. Corbel vaulted structures and massive walls with 
durable rubble-cement filler become the standard of Maya architecture in the lowland area. The 
introduction of the Long Count Calendar at approximately A.D. 250 marks the onset of the Early 
Classic Period. At this time, the overall influence of Maya kingship and royalty give rise to 
Classic Maya civilization (Coe 2005:84-85). 
    
 
Figure 2.2 Map of Terminal Preclassic Regional Spheres in the Northern Maya Lowlands (after Glover and 
Stanton 2010:66). 
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  From c. A.D. 250 through c. A.D. 900, Maya artistic and intellectual pursuits reached 
their peak. Populations grew larger, economies thrived, and trade flourished during the Classic 
period. By the end of the third century A.D., the lowland Maya were using the Long Count 
calendar and making finely decorated polychrome vases. Stelae and architectural inscriptions 
chronicle events from the end of the third century A.D. until the collapse of the Classic period. 
The Classic period is divided into the Early and Late periods at approximately A.D. 600 based on 
internal societal upheaval occurring in the central Peten. (Coe 2005:87-89).  
 
Figure 2.3 Maya Lowlands with Sites of Interest in Larger Font. 
 
Maya artists during the Late and Terminal Classic created low-relief carvings on stelae, 
lintels, and panels of structures. Late Classic ceramics range from crude figurines fashioned from 
molds, common utilitarian pots and bowls, to extraordinary incense burners manufactured as 
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hollowed tubes with molded deific iconography. Pottery was often fired at low temperatures to 
create a plethora of surface colors. Late Classic polychrome pottery generally consisted of deep 
bowls, cylindrical vessels, and footed dishes. Precious jade, marble, and obsidian was worked 
and traded over long distances and likely was used for a variety of civic, ceremonial, and 
personal purposes (Coe 2005:142-148). 
The Central Maya area reached its peak early in the eighth century A.D., followed by a 
decline of civilization in the south and a growing political strength to the north nearly a century 
later. Likely factors for the Central Area collapse may have stemmed from civil warfare, 
overpopulation and environmental instability, and drought (Coe 2005:162). In southwestern 
Yucatan, the characteristic Puuc region style architecture prevailed within the peninsula. Puuc 
structures consisted of thin, square limestone veneers covering a cement and rubble core, l-
shaped vault stones, decorated cornices, rounded columns in doorways, long rows of half-
columns,  as well as upper facade stone mosaics. Puuc style architecture is also evident at 
Chichén Itzá, located in east-central Yucatan.  
Due to the overall lack of stylistic architecture and slateware ceramics typical of the Late 
and Terminal Classic periods in the northern Maya lowlands, the Yalahau region may have 
experienced abandonment during these times with the exception of perhaps Vista Alegre (Glover 
2006:742; Glover and Stanton 2010:70). Vista Alegre, which likely thrived on coastal trade and 
communication, potentially influenced areas further into the interior of the peninsula, and may 
have even been responsible for to movement of influential cultural ideals from significantly more 
powerful and dominant settlements. 
During the Terminal Classic period show little evidence of repopulation in the region at 
this time except for the site of Vista Alegre. Characteristic Late Classic architecture of Chichén 
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Itzá, Cobá, and the Puuc region during this time are absent in the Yalahau. The architecture that 
is present represents features associated with the Postclassic period only (Glover 2012:279). This 
period of long term abandonment coincides with the growth of northern lowland settlements like 
Cobá to the south, Chikinchel to the west, and Ek Balam to the west. Inhabitants of the Yalahau 
region may have been drawn to these other areas of influence during this time (Leonard 
2013:94). Of interest, however, is the presence of Vista Alegre group ceramics at interior 
Yalahau sites. Glover (2012) believes that the chronological sequence of this group stretches 
from the Late/Terminal Classic period into Postclassic times. There is ample evidence of human 
occupation during the Postclassic in this region, with the presence of Vista Alegre group 
ceramics, which could be suggestive that some pottery styles carried over from Late/Terminal 
Classic to Postclassic times (Glover 2012:280), something I investigate below. 
An upsurge of population during the Postclassic period gave rise to resettlement in the 
Yalahau region with dense populations along the east coast of the Yucatán. Evidence suggests 
that reoccupation of the Yalahau region began during the Late Postclassic times. Core sampling 
at T’isil in 2000 by Fedick and Dawn Mooney-Digrius revealed a charcoal lens dating to around 
A.D. 1160 to 1284 that may be evidence site clearing for reoccupation (Wollwage 2012). Late 
Postclassic sherds were recovered during surface surveys and structures situated around the 
cenote at T’isil contain Late Postclassic altars and shrines built atop the architecture. The 
Yalahau, which had been inhabited in earlier times, would have been ideal for settlement with 
preexisting foundations already in place. Postclassic residents at T’isil appear to have 
incorporated the older structures into their new built environment (Fedick and Mathews 2005:48-
49). Additionally, soils at or near preexisting settlements may have been ideal for agriculture 
from centuries of human cultivation. Not only are there agricultural and constructive benefits for 
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repopulating previously built landscapes, but also there must have been some measure of residual 
spiritual understanding of these ancient sites left over from older times (Glover 2012:281). So 
far, no evidence exists of solely Postclassic sites in the Yalahau region. New settlers moving into 
the Yalahau region during this time seem to reoccupy previously built sites (Fedick and Mathews 
2005:49).  
2.4 Previous Archaeological Investigations in the Area 
Before the start of the Yalahau Regional Ecology Project in 1993, archaeologists had 
conducted minimal research in this area. A handful of sites were recorded during the late 1940s, 
mid -1950s, and 1960s along the main roads that join the coastal fishing town of Chiquilá with 
Puerto Morelos, located on the eastern Caribbean Coast (Glover and Amador 2005:52). 
William T. Sanders (1955, 1960) conducted two field seasons in northern Quintana Roo 
during the 1950s in which he sought to establish a ceramic sequence by conducting small 
excavations across the area. Sanders worked at nine different sites in the Yalahau region, seven 
of which were undocumented. Sanders’ work in this region contributes a great deal to our 
understanding of the region’s ceramic chronology (Glover 2012:272).  
Later in 1980, the Yucatán Archaeological Atlas project identified a site on the western 
edge of the Yalahau known as Nohcachi. In 1988, San Ángel was mapped, Postclassic mural 
paintings recorded, and ceramic material was gathered by Karl Taube and Tomás Gallareta 
Negrón. In the early 1990s, the Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia (INAH) conducted 
a rescue project in advance of the construction of a new toll highway. This project documented 
13 sites in Quintana Roo, 11 of which were in the Yalahau region (Glover 2012:273). 
The Yalahau Regional Human Ecology Project (YRHEP) was created in 1993 by Scott L. 
Fedick and Karl Taube. Since this initiative began, fieldwork has taken place at the site of 
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Naranjal, in and around the wetlands of El Edén Ecological Reserve, and later at the site of T’isil 
(Fedick and Taube 1995; Glover 2012:273; Sorensen PhD). The Yalahau Archaeological Cave 
Survey conducted by Dominique Rissolo originated with preliminary reconnaissance from 1995 
to 1998 with follow up research continuing through 2001 (Rissolo 2003). As part of the Yalahau 
Regional Human Ecology Project, Fabio Amador and Jeffrey Glover conducted a settlement 
pattern survey and built environment analysis of T’isil (Glover and Amador 2001). More 
importantly, research was conducted on a regional scale by Glover and Amador and published in 
their dissertations. Amador (2005) conducted a regional and chronological analysis of ancient 
pottery in the Yalahau region in northern Quintana Roo. Glover (2006) conducted the Yalahau 
Regional Settlement Pattern Survey, which was a study of ancient Maya social organization in 
northern Quintana Roo. 
2.4.1 Archaeological Investigations at Vista Alegre 
Developing out of the Yalahau Regional Human Ecology Project, the Costa Escondida 
Project began in 2005 under the direction of Dr. Jeffrey Glover and Dr. Dominique Rissolo. The 
project focused on conducting archaeological and interdisciplinary research along the north coast 
of Quintana Roo. Their research has included architectural mapping of Vista Alegre, test-pitting 
at the site, and a 22-km coastal exploration of nearby mangroves, forest, and estuary. This canoe 
reconnaissance located minimal prehistoric and historic cultural features near the site of Vista 
Alegre (Glover et al. 2011:199). During the 2005, 2008, and 2011 field seasons, a total of 32 
prehistoric structures were located and mapped at Vista Alegre (Figure 2.5). These structures are 
discussed in more detail below (see Section 2.4.2). 
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Figure 2.4 Site Map of Vista Alegre and Surrounding Area (after Glover et al 2011:200). 
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2.4.2 Overview of Vista Alegre 
The geography where Vista Alegre is located establishes a natural boundary around the 
built environment (Figure 2.6). Low lying, often inundated coastal topography naturally 
separates the higher elevated site from the surrounding landscape. An estuary surrounds most of 
the island, while mangrove, tintal (a dyewood ecosystem), and tidal flats exist to the south. 
Extensive wetlands make up the landscape to the east and west of the site. The island where 
Vista Alegre is located is approximately 16 ha, with the site situated within a higher zone of 
forested land. Although the landscape provides good visibility of the surrounding waters and 
inlets of the Laguna Holbox, the site’s natural setting offers adequate protection against the 
northern winds that often hinder nearby modern ports such as Chiquilá to the west (Glover et al. 
2011:139; Glover et al. 2013:1-2). 
As mentioned above, the site of Vista Alegre consists of 32 mapped structures consisting 
of platforms and one main pyramidal structure located within the central plaza area. The 
principal pyramidal structure measures 11 m in height, with steep sides that were most likely 
damaged by hurricane winds as well as looter activity. The construction techniques at Vista 
Alegre, along with some structures present at Conil are somewhat unique, in that some structures 
appear to contain limestone concrete filler. The principal structure most likely functioned as a 
lookout, or mirador, in addition to its ceremonial purposes. Vista Alegre contains a sacbe, or a 
wall-like structure, which runs east/west across the island and extends into the estuary. Glover et 
al. (2006, 2011, and  2013) believe this raised causeway may have acted as a canoe dock at the 
natural harbors in the area, which is the case at other coastal sites such as Isla Cerritos and Emal 
to the west. An andador stretches 1.4 km southward to a mainland site known as Templo Perdido 
(Glover 2006; Glover et al. 2011: 200-201; Glover et al. 2013:1-2). 
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Figure 2.5 Google Map of Vista Alegre and Surrounding Area (Glover 2013:3). 
    
2.4.3 Occupational History at Vista Alegre 
Ceramic data from the site reveals that Vista Alegre was not continuously occupied. 
Access to the site may have varied over time as the port fell in and out of use due to fluctuation 
in sea level as well as other factors (Glover 2006; Glover et al. 2011:243; Glover et al. 2013:65). 
The chronology of Vista Alegre is based on archaeological fieldwork and ceramic analysis that 
affirms four dominant time frames of human occupation beginning with the Middle Preclassic 
period (700-200B.C.) and culminating in the Postclassic (A.D.1100-1521). These four time 
periods are designated as Vista Alegre I (800/700 - 450/400B.C.), Vista Alegre IIa 
(A.D.100/150-400/450), Vista Alegre IIb (A.D.400/450-650), and Vista Alegre III (A.D. 
850/900-1100). The chronology of Vista Alegre is divided into these four phases based on 
periods of occupation and abandonment at the site. From Vista Alegre I to Vista Alegre IIb there 
is approximately a 500 year time span of abandonment and another 200 year span of 
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abandonment at the site from Vista Alegre IIb to Vista Alegre III. A table appears below 
identifies the ceramic groups recovered from Vista Alegre along with their associated Vista 
Alegre time periods. 
  
  
2
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Table 2 Ceramic Groups at Vista Alegre (after Glover 2013). 
Vista Alegre I 
(800/700-
450/400B.C.) 
Vista Alegre IIa 
(A.D.100/150-400/450) 
Vista Alegre IIb 
(A.D.400/450-650) 
Vista Alegre III 
(A.D.850/900-1100) 
Vista Alegre IV 
(A.D.1100-1550) 
• Achiote 
• Chunhinta 
• Dzudzuquil 
• Joventud 
• Pital 
• Savana 
• Carolina 
• Cetalac 
• Dos Arroyos 
• Escobal 
• Flor 
• Huachinango 
• Iquana Creek 
• Polvero 
• Pucte 
• Shangurro 
• Sierra 
• Tancah 
• Ucu 
• Usil 
 
• Balanza 
• Batres  
• Caldero Buff 
• Dos Arroyos 
• Dzitbalche  
• Polvero  
• Saxche 
• Timucuy 
• Achote 
• Baca 
• Balancan/Altar  
• Balantun 
• Chablekal 
• Daylight Orange 
• Muna 
• Silho 
• Ticul 
• Vista Alegre 
 
• Navula 
• Payil 
• Sierra 
• Silho 
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During the time frame associated with Vista Alegre I, Middle Preclassic ceramic material 
of the groups Achiote, Chunhinta, Dzudzuquil, Joventud, and Kin was recovered similar to finds 
at the nearby sites of T’isil and during Rissolo’s Yalahau Archaeological Cave Survey in the 
Yalahau (Glover 2006:646-647; Rissolo and Ochoa Rodríguez 2001). Early Nabanché ceramics 
were pervasive, but were also intermixed with Mamom group material generally associated with 
the Maya in Belize and northern Guatemala at the household level. Glover and colleagues have 
suggested that the presence of Mamom group ceramics at Vista Alegre, in particular a figurine, 
could potentially reveal the degree to which early settlers from Belize and Guatemala may have 
interacted with the local inhabitants of the Yalahau during this time (Glover et al. 2011: 201-
202). 
Little is known about human occupation at Vista Alegre from Early Nabanché times until 
the Terminal Preclassic period, or Vista Alegre IIa (A.D.100/150-400/450). Mainland 
populations increase during this period and evidence at Vista Alegre point to a strong settlement 
with a high volume of interaction between inland areas. Carolina, Sierra, and Tancah ceramics, 
common regional types during the Terminal Preclassic, are found at inland sites as well as at 
Vista Alegre. Of note, however, are ceramic groups like Caribal and San Felipe, common to the 
southern lowlands, which are found at Vista Alegre and other coastal sites on the Yucatán 
Peninsula, but not at sites further inland  (Glover et al. 2011:202-203).  
During the period of Vista Alegre IIb (A.D. 100/150-400/450), inland sites begin to 
depopulate over the course of the Early Classic. Vista Alegre continued to be occupied at least 
until the Early and Middle Classic periods. The lack of pan-Lowland decorative finewares and a 
reduction in the number of ceramic materials found at the site in association with this period, 
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suggests a relative decline in population during the end of Early and Middle Classic periods, with 
possible site abandonment by around A.D. 650 (Glover et al. 2011:203). 
Vista Alegre remained uninhabited for approximately 200 years from around A.D. 650-
850 before being resettled during the Terminal Classic period. The Vista Alegre III period, which 
marks the beginning of reoccupation at Vista Alegre, also coincides with Chichén Itzá’s rise as a 
powerful political entity. A common Chichén Itzá ceramic ware of the Sotuta Group, known as 
Balantun Black-on-slate, seems to serve as a dominant local ware of Vista Alegre at the time. 
This suggests, but not proves that the inhabitants at the site during the Terminal Classic may 
have been linked in some way to the political influence of Chichén Itzá. During this time other 
ceramic materials replace more common local groups at Vista Alegre. Vista Alegre Group 
materials replace ceramics of the Sisal Group. The Ticul Thin Slate is seen as the local version of 
Dzibiac Red ceramics belonging to the Sotuta group. This could indicate interactions with areas 
further south such as Cobá (Glover et al. 2011:205). 
Although Vista Alegre was again abandoned around A.D. 1100, the site remained a 
significant area for coastal Maya in later years. Chen Mul incensario and Payil Red vessel 
fragments, along with the absence of household wares like Mama Red, reveal evidence of 
pilgrimage activities at Vista Alegre. Archaeological evidence concludes that older sites were 
reoccupied in the Yalahau region during the Postclassic period. Conil was considered to be a 
substantial center at the time of Spanish contact and coastal trade around the Yucatán Peninsula 
flourished from the Terminal Classic period until Contact. Given this understanding of Conil as 
an important community until Spanish interaction, Vista Alegre may have ceased to be a port of 
trade after the Terminal Classic period. However, Vista Alegre must have continued to hold 
ritual significance to travelers during later periods (Glover 2006; Glover et al. 2011:207). 
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The ceramic data from Vista Alegre from the Pre-Columbian period provide important 
chronological data to the different occupational episodes at the site. This data provides clues to 
the coastal interaction sphere that may have influenced the local Maya interacting and living at 
or near Vista Alegre. Further ceramic analysis of the material from Vista Alegre may further 
enhance our understanding of the past lifeways of coastal Maya over time. 
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3     CERAMIC ANALYSIS IN MAYA ARCHAEOLOGY 
3.1  Introduction to Ceramic Analysis 
 The production of ceramic forms is considered to be one of the oldest of human activities 
that appeases physical, social, and spiritual needs (Salas 2005:23). Next to artifacts made from 
stone, pottery is one of the most lasting objects discovered in the archaeological record. The 
durability of fired clay can endure a range of depositional elements. Pottery’s resilience makes it 
a reliable tool in interpreting the past in areas where the natural environment often destroys more 
fragile cultural material.  
 Both in prehistoric and modern times, ceramic vessels play an important role in the 
processing, storage, and transfer of perishable and nonperishable materials. When viewed 
ethnographically, the manufacture, use, dispensation, and disposal of ceramic material can also 
add insight when investigating pottery at an archaeological site. Along with archaeological data, 
ethnographic, and ethnoarchaeological examples recognize the importance of the types, 
quantities, size, and general appearance of vessel forms prevalent in communities and places of 
human habitation (Rice 1987:274).  
 The physical and stylistic attributes of ceramic material provides archaeologists with a 
major source of information for the establishment of cultural chronologies. Along with datable 
architectural inscriptions and radiocarbon dates, ceramic data is a reliable means of 
understanding complex interregional connections and influence (Glover et al. 2011:172). 
Essentially, ceramic analysis can often be an important window into past lifeways. 
 Classification of ceramics is fundamental to their interpretation. Ceramic attributes can be 
structured archaeologically according to values that define an object’s composition, overall 
shape, surface decoration, age, origin, and functionality. In turn, an object’s set of attributes 
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selected during classification leads to different types that can be described as cultural, functional, 
and/or morphological (Rice 1987:275-276). In the Maya area, archaeologists have developed a 
typological approach over the years to define ceramic material that draws from systematic 
scientific classification as well as reference to ethnographic and historical data to piece together a 
clearer picture of the often complex cultural and political landscape of prehistoric Mesoamerica.  
3.2 Type/Variety/Mode System 
The type-variety-mode system of ceramic analysis was set forth during the 1950s and 
1960s as a collaborative effort by archaeologists Robert E. Smith, Gordon R. Willey, and James 
C. Gifford. Based on the research of earlier archaeologists working in the Maya area, this 
innovative new system was offered as a new standardized set of procedures that leaned heavily 
upon a more strenuous model of analysis in hopes of making pottery a more effective agent for 
interpreting culture history and chronologies (Smith et al. 1960:330). 
This approach orders material into varying levels of significance. Since the system is 
flexible with regard to level of detail used in classification, it is possible to have several levels of 
differentiation. For instance, the most important levels may begin with designating material into 
vessel form e.g., cups and bowls, whereas second and third tier levels could designate slipped 
and unslipped distinctions followed by rim style. The flexibility with this systematic approach is 
that the levels of distinctions can become as detailed as needed depending on the scope of the 
research. 
The basic framework by which the system functions is a two-tiered approach that begins 
with a “type” and a more specific “variety” designation. Types and varieties may then be 
combined with more broad and/or abstract categories, such as Groups or Spheres, in order to 
clarify distinct sequences of ceramic patterning. The modal aspect to the type-variety system 
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incorporates the  physical attributes of pottery shape with respect to particular vessel 
characteristics such as rim features, bases, supports, handles, and other attachments that when 
combined together as a whole, may be representative of  cultural expression during certain 
periods in time (Gifford 1976:11). 
The type-variety-mode system uses terminology for classifying specific diagnostic and 
cultural attributes for ceramic material (Powis 2002:19), and has been defined in the past in 
multiple publications over the years (e.g., Adams 1971; Gifford 1960, 1976; Sabloff 1975; Smith 
et al. 1960; Valdez 1987; Willey et al. 1967). Below are definitions of type-variety terminology 
as used in the identification of ceramic material.  
Sphere: A ceramic sphere consists of two or more complexes that share similarity of 
types (Valdez 1987:33). A sphere further represents the sum of  
Complex:  Ceramic complexes are defined as type-variety clusters that fit within 
particular geographical and temporal settings (Gifford 1976:11). 
Ceramic System: This term implies a broad selection which is made up of a range of 
type clusters. Type clusters existing within a particular system are not only 
contemporary, but also maintain similar vessel form, surface treatment, decoration, 
and similar methods of manufacture (Powis 2002:20). The ceramic system represents 
vessels from a geographical designation of a series of pottery types used by a culture 
at particular periods in history (Gifford 1976:12). 
Subcomplex:  A subcomplex is a division of ceramic complexes that has cultural 
significance without temporal implications, i.e.- a burial subcomplex (Adams 
1971:3). 
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Facet: Facets are temporal dividers within a ceramic complex such as “Early”, 
“Middle”, and “Late” (Powis 2002:21). 
Group: A ceramic group consists of a set of similar types that display a uniform range 
of variability with respect to color, technology, vessel form, and other related 
qualities (Gifford 1976:17). Ceramic groups are typically the same pottery ware 
(Gifford 1976:17). 
Type:  A type is considered “distinct by visual or tactile characteristics, and has 
explicit temporal and areal associations” (Wheat et al. 1958:34). A type may have one 
or more varieties (Valdez 1987:32). 
Type Cluster: This term incorporates the type along with the type’s related varieties 
(Wheat el al. 1958:38-39). 
Series: A series is made up of groups of types belonging to the same ware, although 
existing in a more finite geographical location. A series always corresponds with 
similar decorative patterning, i.e.- black-on-slate (Powis 2002:21). 
Variety: A ceramic variety is defined by differences from the type by small changes 
in technological and/or aesthetic features that may signify slight regional and/or 
temporal fluctuations (Wheat el al. 1958:36). 
Mode: A mode consists of one or more attributes that have cultural, spatial, and/or 
temporal importance that can supersede types and varieties, i.e.- slipped or unslipped 
wares (Valdez 1987:33). 
Wares: Wares are made up of many ceramic types that all share similar technological 
attributes. These attributes do not have to adhere to criteria related to spatial or 
temporal measurements (Rice 1987:286-287; Willey et al. 1967). 
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Sequence: A sequence is a series of vessels that have similar decorative and surface 
treatments that may belong to different wares (Powis 2002:21). 
Attributes:  Attributes are considered as visual, physical characteristics that are 
continuously represented in ceramic material such as tempering, texture, surface 
color, rim form, etc. (Powis 2002:20). 
 
A concise definition of the type-variety system according to Smith et al. (1960:336) is 
summarized below: 
1. The primary type names should represent place of origin or geographical areas, 
i.e.-Vista Alegre. 
2. Secondary type names represent expressive terminology and hyphenated when 
necessary, i.e.-fiber tempered or striated. 
3. Variety terminology is generally geographical or place names, but could also 
contain descriptive words when necessary, i.e.-Vista Alegre. 
4. Type and variety name should not have the same name terminology, such as in 
place names, unless when the variety within a type have the same names. 
5. A complex name, which is a culturally specific unit comprising types, varieties, 
and modes from a particular archaeological phase (Gifford 1976:11), should not 
function as type or variety names. 
6. Type varieties are the basic frameworks for ceramic identification using this 
method and vocabulary should not stand in the way or confuse from the overall 
principles of analysis.  
 
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3.1 Schematic of Type
 
-Variety-Mode Approach to Ceramic Analysis (Gifford 
1967:7). 
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3.3 Early Work Using the Type-Variety System  
Prior to Smith’s (1955) research at Uaxactún, pottery was not used for dating in the Maya 
area. Mostly architecture and inscriptions on monuments were the primary source for dating a 
site. When pottery was recovered from surface collecting, excavation, or as architectural backfill, 
descriptive methods only were used to describe the material. However, pottery can be an active 
agent in chronological sequencing if the methodology remains consistent within a scope of well-
defined analytical units (Smith et al. 1960:331-332). Ceramic material evaluated using the type-
variety-mode system should be capable of accurately defining chronological boundaries, pottery 
distribution, regional interrelationships, and cultural ceramic practices. 
In the late 1950s, American archaeologist Phillips (1958) delineated a concept of type-
variety identification for pottery analysis in eastern North America. Other explicit definitions by 
archaeologists Wheat and colleagues (1958) attempted to explain the practicality of ceramic 
varieties with regard to pottery from the American Southwest. Both theoretical approaches to 
classification, when combined, proved to be a compelling framework for analyzing prehistoric 
pottery in the Maya area (Smith et al. 1960:332). 
 James C. Gifford (1960) was a major proponent of the type-variety-mode system. Gifford 
contended that the basic elements of the type-variety-mode approach to ceramic interpretation; 
i.e.-varieties, types, and modes (Figure 3.1), is the framework from which archaeologists can  
build larger formulations that then become models for successfully   investigating cultural 
development (Gifford 1976: 6-7). Further, Gifford placed importance on marking the stability 
and variability of ceramic types through time as was evident in the distribution and concentration 
of types and varieties at sites. In this way inferences could be applied to ceramic distribution and 
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concentration as a method to map shared cultural traditions in a society at different periods in 
time (Gifford 1960:345, Gifford 1976:6; Powis 2002:16).  
 In Robert E. Smith’s 1955 monograph, he presented a diagnostic analysis of ceramic 
traits from Uaxactun, Guatemala with attention to characteristic wares, forms, decorations, 
designs, supports, and figurines belonging to distinct phases of the site’s occupational history 
(Smith 1955:6-7). Wares were summarized according to whether the vessel was of local 
manufacture or foreign by designating a ware to a particular type. A type, according to Smith 
(1955), represents distinct ceramic attributes existing within several varieties that indicate a 
particular class of pottery manufactured during specific intervals of time and are regionally 
specific. Thin sections taken from different wares were used for technological analysis. Next, 
various surface decoration techniques were categorized with accordance to surface alterations 
that physically changed the vessel exterior, like incising or modeling, and whether or not a vessel 
was treated with slips or paints. 
 Another early work on Maya ceramic analysis was conducted by archaeologist George 
W. Brainerd (1958) in his monograph, The Archaeological Ceramics of Yucatan. This was the 
first published scholarly work dedicated to ceramics from the Yucatán. In this work, Brainerd 
emphasized that earlier research in the Yucatán focused heavily upon chronologies derived from 
post-Conquest documentation and the interpretation of Maya inscriptions on temples and stelae, 
which could often be misconstrued. His work was carried out in order to build the framework for 
a more accurate chronology of the region based on data from the earlier ceramic classifications 
conducted by Vaillant, Roys, and Henry Roberts in the late 1920s and 1930s (Brainerd 1958:1-2; 
Smith et al. 1960:330). The pottery was analyzed by dividing the material into groups based on 
surface decoration, surface color, vessel form, and form variation. This stage-ware model (Smith 
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1971:6) is similar to the later type-variety-mode system of analysis and served to create 
chronological information that could later be used in conjunction with historical and 
ethnographic records to place the material within a wider context of local and regional Maya 
culture (Brainerd 1958:9).  
 Building on the work of Brainerd, Smith’s 1971 monograph includes research on the 
ceramic material from Chichén Itzá, Kabah, Mayapan, and Uxmal. This study was carried out to 
determine chronological boundaries and when the changes in phases occurred. Additionally, 
through pottery analysis, Smith (1971) wished to learn about the general lifeways of people 
living within ceremonial centers as well as house-mound areas (Smith 1971:3). Smith made use 
of the type-variety concept for the identification of ceramic material, which he deemed 
appropriate for the study of Yucatán pottery ranging from the Middle Preclassic era to Colonial 
times (Smith 1971: 6). 
 The 1978 publication by Jack D. Eaton and Joseph W. Ball featured data from an 
archaeological survey and subsequent pottery analysis of material recovered along the Yucatán-
Campeche coast. In Ball’s (1978) pottery analysis, he applied the type-variety system for ease of 
reference coupled with the potential for future researchers to continue work with the ceramic 
material recovered. In his type-variety descriptions, ceramic material was defined according to 
the type group to which the specimen belonged, a publication reference from initial descriptions, 
ware analysis, chronological range, coastal and inland distribution, descriptive notes, and 
illustrated references (Ball 1978:76-77). 
3.4 Contemporary Research Using the Type-Variety System in the Yalahau Region 
 Dominique Rissolo’s research on ancient Maya cave use in the Yalahau region (2001) 
analyzed ceramics recovered during the Yalahau Archaeological Cave Survey. Rissolo’ s 
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interpretation of recovered ceramics used a modified form of Joseph Ball’s “short format” 
method (Ball 1978:77) of the type-variety system. In this way, Rissolo’s analysis functioned as a 
reference guide to be utilized by other ceramicists working in the area, me included. 
 Building on Rissolo’s work in caves, Fabio Esteban Amador’s dissertation (2005) centers 
his research on the establishment of a regional chronology based on ceramic material recovered 
from eight sites within the Yalahau region. Additional research at 35 different locales in the 
Yalahau region (Glover 2012:274) conducted through detailed ceramic analysis using the type-
variety system was used to search for evidence of a shared culture within the Yalahau region 
(Amador 2005:2). 
 Fabio Esteban Amador Berdugo’s typology includes a group name, type name, a 
descriptive variety, the name of the associated complex(s) of the group, ceramic sphere of 
influence attached to the group, reference to initial publication of the type/variety name, a 
Yalahau regional distribution and frequency, references of other sites and authors for additional 
information, location of studied materials, vessel forms, paste descriptions, surface decoration, 
illustrations, and a general discussion of the ceramic material (Amador 2005:132-133). 
 Over recent decades, most archaeologists working in the Maya area make use of the type-
variety-mode system as a means for ceramic identification and interpretation (Gifford 1960; 
Smith et al. 1960). Type-variety-mode methodology allows for great flexibility when defining 
ceramic attributes offering a broader scope of understanding how particular pottery forms fit into 
the lifeways of daily culture in ancient times. Due to the system’s adaptability, Maya scholars 
have pursued the type-variety-mode with some variability at many sites over the last few decades 
(Powis 2002:19). 
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3.5 Alternative Methods of Ceramic Identification in Maya Archaeology 
The type-variety system has functioned as a standard system of ceramic classification in 
the Maya area for many decades. Proponents of this methodology for ceramic identification 
share the view that the type-variety approach remains flexible enough for varying degrees of 
scholarly interpretation. However, there are some scholars who have criticized the type-variety 
system as an inadequate model for understanding past cultures through ceramic research 
(Pendergast 1979). 
Michael E. Smith (1979), an archaeologist working on Aztec sites, is an outspoken critic 
of the type-variety system used in the Maya area. In his critiques, Smith indicates that even as 
published material shows that the type-variety system could answer archaeological related 
questions related to ceramic analysis, the system makes it difficult, if not impossible, to retrieve 
adequate information on ceramic vessel form taken from type-variety reports to reassess ceramic 
features in question. Meaning that other scholars reexamining ceramics discussed in a type-
variety report would not have enough data to reinterpret the material based on the distinctions 
defined within the type-variety approach. Smith (1979) argues that complexity in ceramic styles 
is much too vast to be constrained by a single typological system. In fact, Smith (1979) answer is 
to allow for more pliable analytic guidelines for ceramic identification. Basically, more, not less 
distinctions in addition to a steady flow of new classifications would be sufficient enough to 
meet the new demands for defining ceramic type, form, and function (Smith 1979:822). 
According to Smith, another solution would be to include in future type-variety reports a list 
showing all major attributes of all illustrated sherds and vessels. This in essence is not unlike 
modal analysis (Sabloff 1975), where sherds are presented on a more basic level of analysis in 
order to incorporate individual attributes for comparative research (Powis 2002:28). Smith et al. 
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(1980) admits that this would certainly subtract from the “short form” (see Ball 1977, 1978; 
Rissolo 2003) approach to typology, but at least this would function as another method 
archaeologists could use when reanalyzing ceramic data for future research (Smith 1979:825). 
Archaeologists Culbert and Rands (2007) critiqued the Maya type-variety system 
contending that, like Smith (1979), ceramics are far too complex to limit their analysis to only 
one typological model. Further, they propose that at least three different classifications be 
performed on ceramic material based on these criteria: surface finish, vessel form, and paste 
(Culbert and Rands 2007:81). The additional classification methods would allow for a more 
adequate interpretation of ceramic material for ongoing and future research. 
A rebuttal followed the 2007 critique by Culbert and Rands written by Richard Adams 
(2008) in which Adams comments that the type-variety system implemented in the 1950s and 
1960s by multiple authors borrowed from extensive experience in ceramic identification of 
intricate Southwestern American pottery. Where Culbert and Rands (2007) argued that the 
system should employ additional classifications such as form and paste, Adams goes on to say 
that initial discourse on the type-variety system supports supplementary use of extra modes for 
analysis (Adams 2008:222). The reason type-variety system focuses so heavily on surface 
treatment is because those features are argued to be the most salient features of cultural identity 
with reference to ceramics. The original intention of this model was to standardize comparable 
material units for ease of reference for future research. This is especially important when several 
field seasons may only yield approximately three to five percent of the theoretical complete 
deposits of material at any particular site. This standardized model allows archaeologists to 
review and present vast amounts of data in a timely and orderly fashion (Adams 2008:223). 
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Another critic of the type-variety system and proponent of modal analysis is David 
Pendergast, who argues that a system with less complicated vocabulary should not be viewed as 
less scholarly or as a less proficient method in realizing cultural distinctions in ceramic style. 
More importantly, Pendergast (1979:33) contends that the type-variety system “brings us no 
closer to cultural realities as they were apparent to the ancient Maya”, and that type-variety may 
further separate scholars from ancient Maya culture than actually bridging the gap between 
science and the past. 
Another progressive approach to the type-variety and modal methods involves applying a 
contextual unit (Chase 1994; Pendergast 1979; Powis 2002:35) to the ceramic analysis. In many 
cases, type-variety reports focus little attention on site location with respect to where a vessel or 
sherd was recovered. When building data sets for ceramic classification it is important to note 
where a vessel or fragment was found in relation to other artifacts and the built environment. By 
adding this contextual component to the study, scholars may gain insight into the cultural 
significance of why ancient Maya placed certain vessels and ceramic material in particular places 
(Chase 1994:181).    
A major technical issue archaeologists are concerned with when investigating 
Mesoamerican ceramics is in the methodology involved for sampling and analyzing large 
quantities of sherds. Archaeologists commonly recover thousands of sherds during excavations 
associated in and around structures in Mesoamerica (e.g., Cobean 2005:58). This obstacle can be 
overcome by integrating computer applications capable of handling complex quantitative data 
including a multi-systematic approach to ceramic interpretation. More scholars working in the 
Maya area could certainly add a broader understanding to their ceramic research by 
incorporating the framework of the type-variety system in their analysis, with the addition of 
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chemical analysis, modal, contextual, and petrographic information, when applicable (see Powis 
2002 on his ceramic studies at Lamanai). In this way, a ceramic assemblage is placed within a 
more expansive scope of classification that can have wider scientific and cultural implications if 
and when the assemblage is ever reassessed for further study. Also, ceramic studies 
incorporating multiple data sets from one or more analytic methods will allow for variable 
flexibility within the scope of future work in how archaeologists choose to reassess the 
information. 
3.6 Unslipped Ceramic Types, Varieties, and Forms of the Yalahau 
 Several distinct type-varieties of unslipped ceramic vessels were present in the Yalahau 
region from the Middle Preclassic to the Postclassic periods. These ceramics are often found in 
abundance at Maya sites in the region and are generally considered locally produced domestic 
wares.  
The three main vessel forms recorded from the samples taken include olla, cajetes, and 
tecomates. Olla vessels are jars of varying sizes generally consisting of a globular or ovoid 
shaped body with differing degrees of fluted necks (Bond 2007:22; Rice 1987:216; Sabloff 
1975). Cajetes are flat bottomed bowls with wide rim diameters compared to overall dish height 
(Bond 2007:22; Rice 1987:216; Sabloff 1975). Tecomates are considered to be globular, neckless 
jars with restricted orifices (Rice 1987:216). Some forms of olla and tecomate vessels were 
produced with either vertical or horizontal handles located at or just below the rim.  
According to Smith (1971), five principal handle types have been identified in the Maya 
area. Of the five types of handle variances (basket, ladle, loop, lug, and strap), two styles, the 
loop and strap handle, are represented in the samples of this study. A loop handle section is 
circular and is applied to the vessel either horizontally or vertically. Strap handles, which were 
  
the most prevalent style represented in the samples, appear like broad belt straps of varying 
degrees of width and thickness. Strap handles are a
rarely, diagonally (Smith 1971:86
Of the unslipped plain and striated sherds from the Vista Alegre site
varieties represented were Achiote Unslipped: Sabán, Tancah Burdo: Tancah, Chancenote 
Striated: Chiquilá, Sabán Burdo: Sabán, Sabán Burdo: Becoob, Vista Alegre Striated: Vi
Alegre, Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río, and Navula (Postclassic).
appear below along with figures depicting typ
representing unslipped ceramic types in use in the Yalahau region during 
Achiote Unslipped  sherds 
medium coarse to coarse, brown to reddish brown paste with semi
tempering throughout with granular calcite inclusions. Exterior coloring varies from light 
very pale brown, with some areas of pink and/or gray. Striations are at times visible as surface 
decoration. Achiote Unslipped forms are generally wide
rounded bottoms. Lip diameters range from 20
(Ball 1977:8; Rissolo 2003:93). Achiote Unslipped has been documented
Uaxactun, Altar de Sacrificios, Dzibilchaltun, Dzibilnocac
from Tancah, Quintana Roo (Ball 1977:8
 Figure 
pplied either horizontally or vertically, and 
-87).   
 sample
 Descriptions of the types 
e-variety modal characteristics as well as tables 
Pre-Columbian
date to the Middle Preclassic period and are described as 
-translucent white calcite 
-mouthed olla jars with high necks and 
-30 cm with neck heights ranging from 4.5
 by Ball (1977)
 I complex, Komchen,
; Rissolo 2003:93).  
3.2 Achiote Unslipped: Achiotes (after Ball 1977: Figure 49).
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Chancenote Striated: Chiquilá dates to the Late Preclassic period and is described as 
having compact paste with a coarse, pink texture. The tempering consists of medium to coarse 
grey and white calcite particles. Exterior and interior surfaces appear somewhat smoothed. 
Chancenote Striated forms are typically cajete bowls with flat, circular bases, or more commonly 
seen monopod bases, with medium bodied walls around 6-8mm thick. Edges of these vessels are 
slightly curved (Figure 3.2) with varying degrees of external rim thickening (Ochoa Rodríguez 
2004:56; Rissolo 2003:98- 99). Regional intersite distribution of Chancenote Striated: Chiquilá 
consists of El Naranjal, Grupo Chan Pich, Chiquilá, Kantunilkin, El Diez, Leona Vicario, Cobá, 
and Ek Balam (Rissolo 2003:99). 
 
Figure 3.3 Chancenote Striated: Chiquilá (Rissolo 2003:98). 
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Tancah Burdo: Tancah dates to the Late Preclassic period and is described as having 
compact paste with a coarse, pink texture, like Chancenote Striated. The tempering consists of 
medium to coarse grey and white calcite particles. Exterior and interior surfaces appear 
somewhat smoothed. Tancah Burdo forms are typically cajete bowls with flat, circular bases 
with massive monopod supports, medium bodied walls average between 6-8mm thick. Olla 
forms have been identified with circular bases with globular bodies, short necks, and a thick, 
almond shape rim (Amador 2005:161) Edges of these vessels are slightly curved (Figure 3.4 and 
3.3) with varying degrees of external rim thickening (Ochoa Rodríguez 2004:55; Rissolo 
2003:98- 99; Robles 1990:56). Tancah Burdo: Tancah regional intersite distribution consists of  
Actun Pech, Actun Toh, Chiquilá, Cobá, El Naranjal, El Diez, Ek Balam, Kantunilkin, Leona 
Vicario, Monte Bravo, Pak Chen, T’isil, and Vista Alegre (Amador 2005:161; Rissolo 2003:99). 
 
Figure 3.4 Tancah Burdo: Tancah-Cajete Forms (Rissolo 2003:98). 
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Figure 3.5 Tancah Burdo: Tancah-Olla Forms (Amador 2005:191). 
 
 
 Sabán Burdo: Sabán and Sabán Burdo: Becoob type-varieties were produced 
during the Early Classic period (Figure 4.3 and 4.4). These type-varieties have 
medium to coarse texture of pink or yellow with medium-coarse white calcite 
inclusions. Vessel surfaces have similar smoothness, which is generally the same 
color as the paste. Sabán Burdo: Sabán are produced with no surface treatments and 
typically are ollas with flat circular bases and a globular body with walls 
approximately six mm-seven mm thick. Necks are either short and straight or slightly 
inverted. Sabán Burdo: Becoob are generally tecomates with wide vertical or 
horizontal handle attachments placed directly on the rim (Ochoa Rodríguez 2004:68-
70; Rissolo 2003:113-114). Intersite regional distribution of Sabán Burdo: Sabán and 
Sabán Burdo: Becoob consists of Cancun, Cobá, El Cedral, El Naranjal, Grupo Chan 
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Pich, Gruta de Xcán Holkotún, Kantunilkin, Oxkintok,  Río Largartos, San Miguel, 
Tancah, T’isil, Vista Alegre, Xcaret, and Yaxuná (Ball 1978;Brainerd 1958; Rissolo 
2003:113; Robles 1990). 
 
Figure 3.6 Sabán Burdo: Sabán (Rissolo 2003:113). 
 
 
Figure 3.7 Sabán Burdo: Becoob (Rissolo 2003:114). 
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Vista Alegre Striated is a common Late to Terminal Classic period utility ware first 
introduced by Sanders (1960) in his regional analysis. There are three varieties of Vista Alegre 
types with the first two based on vessel form and compactness of paste, and the third is a 
category for unspecified sherds where the clarity of form is often questioned. The sample of 
Vista Alegre Striated material from the site of Vista Alegre and sample from the Ceramoteca 
were designated as either Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre or Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río. 
Viste Alegre Striated: Unspecified material was excluded from my current research due to the 
uncertainty of clarification as to whether or not sherds could be categorized into one of the other 
two types. Future research with the type Vista Alegre will incorporate recorded samples of the 
unspecified variety in order to better comprehend a broader perspective on vessel variability. 
Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre consists of medium to coarse paste with colors 
ranging from light grey, dark grey, pink, to yellowish brown. Tempering consists of medium to 
coarse calcite particles. Vessel interiors are typically less smooth than the exterior with small 
bubble-like inclusions that may have become trapped in the clay during fabrication. Fine vertical, 
horizontal, or diagonal striated patterns run from the rim down to the base of the vessel. Handles, 
if present, generally lack striated marks. Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre type-variety consists 
of  tecomates with a convex or flat base only. These vessels typically have two to three vertical 
or horizontal handles with a roughly ovoid shaped body five mm-seven mm thick. Vessel rims 
are externally thickened (Ochoa Rodríguez 2004:97; Robles 1990:178). 
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Figure 3.8 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre-Tecomate Forms (after Amador 2005:223). 
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Figure 3.9 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre-Tecomate Forms (after Amador 2005: 224). 
 
Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río paste and tempering are generally similar to that of Vista 
Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre with some vessels exhibiting more compact paste and tempering. 
The colors vary from a pale yellow to reddish yellow, with a slightly smoother surface texture 
than that of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre. Some portions of the vessel may have red 
spotting on the surface that originated during the firing process. 
52 
 
  
 
 
Figure 3.10 Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Rio-Olla Forms (after Amador 2005:221). 
 
 
Figure 3.11 Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Rio-Tecomate Forms (after Amador 2005: 222). 
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The striation patterning on these vessels has vertical marks on long necks. Olla and 
tecomate forms of these type vessels have circular flat or slightly concave bases with a globular 
to ovoid shaped body. Body walls range in thickness from five mm-seven mm with some thinner 
bodied specimens ranging from three mm-five mm in thickness. Vessels have two horizontal 
handles diametrically opposed to one another with either straight or slightly curved necks less 
than eight cm in height. Rims range from flat, beveled, or rounded (Rissolo 2003:121; Ochoa 
Rodríguez 2004:98-100). Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen 
Río regional intersite distribution consists of Actun Toh, Canbalam, Isla Cerritos, Emal and El 
Cuyo, El Naranjal, Ek Balam, Vista Alegre, Chiquilá, El Diez, Kimin Yuk, Monte Bravo, Ox 
Mul, Cobá, Ek Balam, and El Meco, Xcaret, Tancah, Tres Lagunas, San Gervasio, San Miguel 
and Aguada Grande, Cozumel, and Santa María, and Yax Meex (Amador 2005:212-214; Rissolo 
2001:121; Robles 1990:179, 121).   
Vista Alegre Striated: Unspecified is made up similar past composition and surface finish 
as Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre material with external striations on the necks and body of 
vessel fragments. The variety of this type has been left open because more research must be 
conducted on this material in order to adequately place it in the correct type-variety. Vista Alegre 
Striated: Unspecified material has been recovered at El Meco, Xcaret, and in northern Quintana 
Roo (Robles1990:180-181). 
3.7 Ceramic Sequences of the Yalahau Region and Sites 
Ceramics have been one of the primary components used to establish cultural sequences 
within the Maya world (Amador 2005:286). The type-variety system of ceramic analysis has 
remained one of the primary tools in Maya archaeology in the last several decades. 
Understanding a region’s ceramic data is vitally important when piecing together a culture’s past 
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lifeways. This chapter explored the type-variety system as well as various other methodologies 
used to interpret and classify ceramics in the Maya area, including the archaeologists who 
promote particular systems for classifying ceramics. Finally, understanding a vessel’s inherent 
physical makeup is important when performing ceramic analysis in a region where ancient Maya 
likely interacted with and were influenced by other cultures over time. Subtle changes in vessel 
form and/or decoration within individual type-varieties may provide insight into complex 
cultural interactions the ancient Maya in the Yalahau experienced throughout prehistory. Below 
are tables highlighting the ceramic sequence for unslipped vessels in the Yalahau region as well 
as a table highlighting the ceramic sequences of the sites sampled from the Ceramoteca. 
 
Table 3 Yalahau Region Ceramic Sequences of Unslipped Wares (after Amador 2005). 
Middle Preclassic Period Ceramic Typology 
(700-200 B.C.) 
Group 
Achiote 
Type: Variety 
• Chancenote Striated: Chancenote 
• Achiote Unslipped: Saban 
Late Preclassic-Early Classic Period Ceramic Typology 
(200 B.C.-A.D. 600) 
Group 
Tancah 
Type-Variety 
• Chancenote Striated: Chiquilá 
• Tancah Plain: Tancah 
Saban • Saban Unslipped: Saban 
• Saban Unslipped: Becoob 
Late and Terminal Classic Period Ceramic Typology 
(A.D. 600-1100) 
Group 
Vista Alegre 
Type-Variety 
• Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre 
• Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río 
• Vista Alegre Striated: Unspecified 
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4 METHODOLOGY 
4.1 Methodology  
Ceramic materials compromise the most numerous of artifact type recovered in the Maya 
region. Due to the varied analytic qualities associated with pottery, archaeologists employ an 
array of methods to interpret recovered ceramics from archaeological sites. The sherd collection 
of unslipped pottery from the site of Vista Alegre presents several challenges in our 
chronological and cultural understanding of this particular ceramic sequence. A multiple 
component analysis of the unslipped material is necessary in order to develop a better 
understanding of the ceramic sequence of these hard-to-classify sherds.  
Prior to my initial field and lab work, all sherds recovered from the site of Vista Alegre 
were labeled by context. For example, Unit 6, Level 3 was designated as Lot 63. Unknown 
slipped material within artifact bags were isolated as were eroded sherds with little diagnostic 
value. Counts and weights were taken of each category of groupings within each context. 
Ceramic material was classified according Group, type-variety, Vista Alegre chronology (see 
above), lot number, and a description, i.e.- unslipped plain, slate ware, eroded, etc. 
During the months of May and June of 2014, I participated in a five week field and lab 
season in Quintana Roo, Mexico. During my time in the lab, I began to familiarize and document 
the unslipped plain and unslipped striated pottery sherds in the Viste Alegre collection. These 
sherds were recovered from excavations conducted at the site Vista Alegre by Drs. Jeffrey 
Glover and Dominique Rissolo in 2005, 2008, and 2011. The collection comprises samples of 
sherds from several lots at the site (see below). Over the course of my initial lab work, I began 
by separating individual unit and level artifact bags into easily recognizable groups based on 
surface treatment and basic modal characteristics. For surface treatment, I separated the sherds 
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into unslipped plain and unslipped striated groups. From here, the sherds were further subdivided 
into categories that designated the sherds as base, body, body with handles, handles, rim, rims 
with handles, or support.  
In September 2014,  I returned to Quintana Roo, Mexico for an additional two weeks of 
lab work involving the documentation and analysis of the most noteworthy physical attributes of 
the unslipped Vista Alegre material. The first week was spent with only the Vista Alegre site 
material whereas the second half of the lab work involved a comparative analysis of the Vista 
Alegre material with regional samples of similar sherds observed and analyzed at the 
Ceramoteca del Centro INAH, Yucatán, which serves as a federal repository for recovered 
ceramic materials from archaeological sites throughout the Yucatán Peninsula. 
My secondary lab work with the Vista Alegre material started with compiling all the 
unslipped plain and unslipped striated material into two large groups which were then sorted 
according to vessel portion type; i.e. - rim with handle (vertical or horizontal), rim only, neck, 
shoulder, body, base, or support. Since there were a large amount of ambiguous unslipped sherds 
available from the Vista Alegre collection, I chose to isolate only what I thought were the most 
diagnostically representative. For example, I grouped together the most diagnostic specimens of 
unslipped striated rims with vertical handles. The Vista Alegre collection comprised 2,275 
unslipped plain and 1,302 unslipped striated sherds respectively. In all, I sampled a total of 226 
unslipped sherds from the Vista Alegre collection. Of the 226 sherds, 80 were striated and 146 
plain. In total, 20 body sherds with bases were present, 10 necks and necks with shoulders, one 
body sherd with handle attachment, four supports, 15 handles, 99 body sherds, 48 rim sherds, 
and 59 rim sherds with handle attachments. 
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Once the sherds were in groupings based upon texture (plain or striated), I recorded rim, 
handle, body, and base thickness in mm, as well as the attachment mode of handles. This was 
noted as “over striations” to signify handles placed over a pre-fired vessel after the striations had. 
been applied or “post handle striations” to signify that striations were applied after the handle 
was attached prior to firing. Post handle striations were apparent on a striated vessel when no 
striation pattern occurred underneath a handle. This was generally only detected on a sherd 
where the handle had. been removed probably due to breaking.  
Modal characteristics were recorded from the samples taken even if the form was 
unidentifiable. This was done because the scope of this project was to collect as much modal 
data as possible from the sherds that had. the most diagnostic attributes among the unslipped 
wares. The goal was to input modal data into statistical form in order to record vessel variability. 
Measurements were taken in mm of distance of handle attachment from the lip of the rim. 
Rim diameter, when applicable, was measured in centimeters. The sherd was placed within a 
type-variety and ceramic group, when possible. The vessel form was not always possible to 
determine given the small size of the sherd.  
Striation patterning was measured to determine direction of marks, whether striations 
were placed externally, internally, or both, and measurements were taken in mm to establish 
striation styles that according to Smith varied from coarse, medium-coarse, or fine (Smith 
1971:39). When recording the individual width of individual striations on a vessel, I designated 
fine striations as less than 1mm, medium coarse striations range from 1 to 2 mm, and coarse 
striations 2 mm and above. Paste was noted as being fine, medium, to coarse grain. Munsell 
color and Munsell nomenclature were recorded for sherd exteriors only. Photographs were taken 
of all 226 Vista Alegre sherds and 108 sketches were produced. Base type, when applicable, was 
58 
 
  
recorded as either flat or convex. Neck and shoulder attributes, were noted, if any. For instance, 
if a neck or shoulder sherd had. an adorno attachment this was recorded. 
The sample from the Ceramoteca was comprised of 70 striated recorded sherds from the 
sites of El Meco, Quintana Roo (Robles 1986), San Gervasio, Cozumel (Peraza 2005), Rissolo’s 
work in caves in the Yalahau (Rissolo 2001), Cobá (Robles 1990), Chichen Itza (Perez de 
Heredia 1998, 1999, 2012), the Yalahau region, Izamal (Quin
ones 2003), and Xcambo, 
Yucatán (Jiménez and Ceballos 1998, 1999, 2000, 2002, 2003, 2008)(see Figure 2.3). Table 7 
below shows sherd counts by site as recorded from the Ceramoteca. Deciding which sites to 
investigate were based on the proximity of sites to Vista Alegre, especially those located within 
or near the Yalahau region and advice from Dr. Jeffrey Glover. INAH archaeologists Sylviane 
Boucher and Yoly Palomo assisted in pointing out sites that may contain diagnostic sherds of the 
type-variety Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río. A decision 
was made to record diagnostic Vista Alegre type material in order to measure modal variability 
compared to samples from the coastal site of Vista Alegre. This was due to the fact that the 
majority of sampled sherds from the site of Vista Alegre were of the type Vista Alegre as was the 
percentage of unslipped sherds recovered from excavated Units 8 and 9. 
  Of the 70 sherds recorded at the Ceramoteca, 22 were rims, 23 were rims with handle 
attachments, 10 body fragments, one base, six necks, seven bodies with handle attachments, and 
one support. The regional material was photographed and a total of six sketches were produced 
of notable sherds. The regional ceramic material was cataloged in the same manner as the Vista 
Alegre collection. 
All data from both research samples were used to conduct a comparative analysis of 
individual and group diagnostic attributes to determine quantitatively if measurement ranges 
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from a suite of characteristics fell within a median from both samples. For example, if the 
average rim thickness in millimeters of Vista Alegre Striated rim forms and distance from rim of 
handle attachment, fell within the same average with little or no outliers of similar regional forms 
then a determination could be made for the most probable category to place the Vista Alegre 
material within. Additionally, the possibility exists that the array of measured attributes within a 
particular type-variety could reveal spatial and/or temporal variability. 
Unslipped domestic wares recovered from archaeological sites in the Yucatán Peninsula 
generally consist of a series of related physical attributes, that when taken together, define the 
vessel as a whole. Also, minute differences existing within similar domestic ware vessels are 
suggestive of regional variability and/or cross-cultural interactions over time. By carefully 
recording diagnostic attributes related to vessel form, I hope to track this variability to further 
understand the degree to which changes occur in these unslipped wares both spatially and 
temporally. 
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Table 4 Sherd Counts by Form. 
Vista Alegre Collection 
(n=226) 
Striated (n=80)/Plain (n=146) 
Ceramoteca Sample 
(n=70) 
Striated (n=70) 
Rim-48 Rim-22 
Rim w/ Handle Attachment-29 Rim w/ Handle Attachment-23 
Body-99 Body-10 
Bases-20 Bases-1 
Neck-10 Neck-6 
Body w/ Handle Attachment-1 Body w/ Handle Attachment-7 
Support-4 Support-1 
Unattached Handle-15 Unattached Handle-0 
 
Table 5 Site Location of Sherds Sampled from Ceramoteca. 
Ceramoteca Unslipped Striated Sherd Sample Counts by Site Location 
• El Meco, Quintana Roo-11 
• San Gervasio, Cozumel, Quintana Roo-26 
• San Miguel, Cozumel, Quintana Roo-11 
• Yalahau Archaeological Regional Cave Survey, Quintana Roo-3 
• Yalahau Region, Quintana Roo-2 
• Cenote Sagrado de Chichen Itza, Yucatan-5 
• Isla Cerritos, Yucatan-6 
• Izamal, Yucatan-2 
• Xcambo, Yucatan-1 
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5 RESULTS 
The first focus of this research was to categorize the most diagnostic material in the 
unslipped plain and striated groupings from the Vista Alegre collection. By meticulously 
recording the diversity of attributes associated with the Vista Alegre types mentioned above, a 
clearer understanding of the material was observed. The recorded data implies that the local 
samples of sherds from Vista Alegre revealed a minute range of variability in all of the recorded 
modal characteristics. This minute variability of vessel attributes is also apparent in recorded 
samples from other areas. Future research with a larger set of measured samples, distinctions 
could be made that could potentially separate Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista 
Alegre Striated: Chen Río material into more detailed type-varieties based on this variability. 
The creative flexibility of individual crafters and an absence of standardization with common 
utility ware items should not necessarily be taken as a distinct change in type-variety. However, 
another possibility of attribute distinctions within Vista Alegre Striated material found at Vista 
Alegre is that multiple style variations recovered in the same context may be the result of the 
mixing of local and nonlocal vessels. An issue, arises however, of local versus nonlocal vessels 
at Vista Alegre during the Terminal Classic is the interior was uninhabited during this time. 
Below are results representing the data recorded from lab work that highlights modal 
attributes of the type-varieties of unslipped wares recovered at the site of Vista Alegre. The 
tables below show comparisons of vessel attributes from sherds recovered at the site of Vista 
Alegre with those recorded at the Ceramoteca with attention focused on, but not limited to, the 
types-varieties of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río.  
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5.1 Results from Vista Alegre Collection 
5.1.1 Rim Thickness  
Rim thickness of 45 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre sherds revealed a wide range of 
dimensions. The majority of the rim sherds (53%) had a thickness of between 10 mm and 12 
mm, with 18% 10 mm, 22 % 11 mm, and 13% 12 mm. The rim thickness mean and median 
value in this data set was 11 mm. In total there were seven Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río rim 
sherds. Of the seven samples recorded of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río rim sherds three of 
them comprised the 43% of eight mm rims while the remaining thicknesses were one sherd each 
with measurements of six mm, seven mm, 13 mm, and 15 mm. 
Rim thickness of the Sabán Burdo: Becoob specimens (n=3) ranged from 6 mm to 20 
mm. Rim thickness of the Tancah Burdo: Tancah specimens (n=4) ranged from 8 mm to 13 mm. 
Rim thickness of the Chancenote: Chiquilá specimens (n=2) ranged from 12 mm to 16 mm. Rim 
thickness variation was recorded in nine samples of Sabán Burdo: Sabán. Of the nine samples, 
rim thickness ranged from 12 mm to 20 mm, with a mean and median thickness of 17 mm.  
5.1.2 Rim Diameters 
Rim diameter was measured in centimeters of 40 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim 
sherds (see Figure 5.22 in Section 5.2.2) . Rim diameter ranged from 28 cm to as low as eight 
cm, with a mean of 17 cm and a median of 16 cm. In total, seven Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río 
sherds were measured (see Figure 5.23 in Section 5.2.2). Rim diameters recorded were two at 25 
cm and five rim sherds at 15 cm with a mean of 18 cm and a median of 15 cm. 
 Rim diameter was measured in nine Sabán Burdo: Sabán sherds ranging from 26 cm to 
13 cm with a mean diameter of 18 cm and a median of 16 cm. Rim diameters of the type-variety 
Chancenote: Chiquilá ranged from 26 cm to17 cm. Rim diameters of the type-variety Tancah 
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Burdo: Tancah ranged from 23 cm to 11cm. Rim diameters present within the type-variety Sabán 
Burdo: Becoob were 15 cm and 10 cm.  
5.1.3 Handle Styles 
Handle styles of the  24 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate rim sherds were 
recorded (see Table 21 in Section 5.2.4). Handle styles present in the Vista Alegre collection of 
this type-variety consisted of horizontal strap handles, vertical loop handles, vertical strap 
handles, and no representations of horizontal loop handles (for a description of these handle 
styles see Section 4.2). One type-variety Sabán Burdo: Becoob rim sherd was present with a 
vertical strap handle. 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5.1  VA88/VA93 Vertical Loop Handle Attached 15 mm below rim (photo courtesy of Joseph Horne). 
 
  
Figure 5.2 VA88/93 Vertical Loop Handle Attached 15 mm below rim (sketch courtesy of Joseph Horne).
 
Figure 5.3 VA87 Horizontal Strap Handle 13
 
 mm below rim (photo courtesy of Joseph Horne).
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Figure 5.4 Horizontal Strap Handle 13 mm below rim (
 
Figure 5.5 VA96 Vertical Strap Handle 15
 
sketch courtesy of Joseph Horne).
 mm below rim (photo courtesy of Joseph Horne).
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Figure 5.6 VA96 Vertical Strap Handle 15 mm below rim (sketch courtesy of Joseph Horne).
5.1.4 Methods of Handle Attachment
The methods of handle attachment vary with regard to the placement of the handle on the 
actual vessel. Handles, vertical or horizontal, may be attached level with the lip of the rim or 
some distance below it. This section highlights the distance in mm of t
below the rim. With the Vista Alegre Striated material I have noted whether or not the handle 
was placed on the vessel before striations were 
striations were added are designated as “pre
striations were added are designated as “over striations”.
A total of 27 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre
as either “pre” or “over” striations as we
rim in mm (see Figure 5.27 in Section 5.2.5)
Of the seven pre-striation handle
mm to 20 mm with a mean range of 13
handles attached to rims had a range of distance below rim 
 
he handle attachment at or 
added. Handles placed on a vessel before 
-striations” and handles placed on the vessel after 
 
 rim sherds with handles
ll as noting the distance of handle placement
. 
s attached to rims the distance from rim ranged from 
 mm and a median range of 10 mm. Twelve
from 29 mm below rim lip
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 were recorded 
 below the 
9 
 over striation 
 to attached 
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at rim with a mean range of 15 mm and a median range of 14.5 mm. Eight plain rims with handle 
attachments showing no visible striations had ranges from 26 mm below rim lip to attached at 
rim with a mean range of 9 mm and a median range of 5 mm.      
5.1.5 Body Thickness 
Determining type-variety of body sherds representing Vista Alegre Striated material 
proved challenging. However, samples were designated either Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre (tecomate vessels) or Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río (olla vessels) based on physical 
characteristics, mainly body thickness in mm, defined by Robles (1990) and Rodríguez (2004). 
Additional determinations were based on personal observation of individual sherd specimens 
along with whole prehistoric vessels at the Ceramoteca and drawn representations of the two 
above- mentioned type-varieties. Body thicknesses of 12 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre 
sherds ranged from 5 mm to 8 mm with both a mean and median range of seven mm (see Figure 
5.28 in Section 5.2.6). Body thicknesses of 51 Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds ranged 
from four mm to two mm with a mean and median range of three mm (see Figure 5.29 in Section 
5.2.6). 
5.1.6 Munsell Colors of Associated Type-Varieties 
The Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre sherd surface color from the site of Vista Alegre 
consisted of a broad spectrum of  chroma on the Munsell spectrum. Robles (1990) and Ochoa 
Rodríguez (2004) define the ceramic paste of this type-variety as ranging from clear gray (5YR 
5/1) - dark grey (5YR 4/1) - clear pink (5YR 7/6) - yellowish brown (10YR 4/4). While paste 
and surface color was generally similar in the Vista Alegre Striated: Viste Alegre material, this 
was not always the case. However, only exterior surface colors were recorded using Munsell 
chroma and nomenclature. 
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Table 8 below presents a breakdown of the ranges in Munsell color from 2.5 YR 4/8 (red) 
- 10YR 6/4 (light yellowish brown) of 89 sherds of the type-variety Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre. 
 
Table 6 Munsell Variability Counts of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Sherds from Vista Alegre. 
2.5YR 5YR 7.5YR 10YR 
4/8 (red)-2 
5/8 (red)-3 
7/4 (light reddish brown)-1 
 
2.5/1 (reddish brown)-2 
3/2 (dark reddish brown)-1 
3/4  (dark reddish brown)-1 
4/3 (reddish brown)-1 
4/6 (yellowish red)-11 
5/2 (dark reddish brown)-2 
5/6 (yellowish red)-5 
5/8 (yellowish red)-12 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-4 
7/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
 
2.5/1 (black)-2 
2.5/3 (very dark brown)-1 
3/2 (dark brown)-2 
3/1 (strong brown)-2 
4/1 (dark grey)-2 
4/4 (brown)-2 
4/6 -1 
5/2 (brown)-1 
5/3 (brown)-1 
5/4 (brown)-1 
5/6  (strong brown)-5 
5/8 (strong brown)-6 
6/4 (light brown)-2 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-3 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-6 
7/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
7/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
 
2/1 (black)-1 
3/2 (very dark brown)-1 
4/3 (dark grayish brown)-1 
5/8 (yellowish brown)-1 
6/4 (light yellowish 
brown)-1 
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Table 9 below presents a breakdown of the ranges in Munsell color of the 68 Vista 
Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds. Ochoa Rodríguez (2004) defines the ceramic paste of this 
type-variety as ranging from pale yellow (10YR 8/4) - reddish yellow (7.5YR 7/8). Munsell 
color ranged from 2.5YR 3/3 - 6/8 (reds), 5YR 3/1 (very dark grey) - 6/8 (reddish yellow), 
7.5YR 4/2 (browns) - 7/8 (reddish yellow), and 10YR 5/4 (yellowish brown) - 6/8 (brownish 
yellow). Since Chen Río variety differs from Vista Alegre variety generally in vessel form only, 
paste color and surface color of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río should be similar to color 
variations described above by Robles (1990) and Ochoa Rodríguez (2004). 
 
Table 7 Munsell Variability Counts of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río from Vista Alegre. 
2.5YR 5YR 7.5YR 10YR 
3/3-1 
4/6 (red)-2 
4/8 (red)-5 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
3/1 (very dark grey)-1 
4/1 (dark grey)-1 
4/2 (dark grey)-1 
4/3 (reddish brown) 
5/8 (yellowish red)-5 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-6 
4/2-2 
4/3 (reddish brown)-1 
5/1-1 
5/3 (brown)-1 
5/6 (strong brown)-7 
6/4 (light brown)-1 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-6 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-3 
7/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
7/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
5/4 (yellowish brown)-1 
5/6 (yellowish brown)-1 
5/8 (yellowish brown)-1 
6/6 (brownish yellow)-1 
6/8 (brownish yellow)-2 
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Three Achiote Unslipped sherds have a surface color of 5YR 4/6 (yellowish red), 7.5YR 
5/6 (strong brown), 7.5YR 6/3 (light brown), and 10YR 4/2 (dark grayish brown). Ball (1977) 
describes Achiote Unslipped sherds as ranging in surface color from 2.5Y 7/2 (light grey), 
7.5YR 7/4 (pink), 10YR 7/2, 7/3 (pale brown) - 10YR 5/1, 6/1 (grey). Three Chancenote: 
Chiquilá sherds showed a surface color of 2.5YR 5/6, 5/8 (red), and one 5YR 5/8 (yellowish 
red). Five Tancah Burdo: Tancah sherds have a surface color of 2.5YR 4/8, two 5/8 (red), 7.5YR 
4/4, 5/6 (brown). Two Sabán Burdo Becoob sherds have a surface color of 5YR 5/8 (yellowish 
red), and one 5YR 6/8 (reddish yellow). 
Eleven Sabán Burdo: Sabán were present with surface colors ranging from one 2.5YR 4/8 
(red), one 5/6 (red), one 5/8 (red), one 5YR 4/6 (yellowish red), two 5/6 (yellowish red), one 5/8 
(yellowish red), one 7.5YR 3/4 (dark brown), one 6/6 (reddish yellow), one 6/8 (reddish yellow), 
and one 10YR 4/3 (dark grayish brown).  
5.1.7 Sherd Variability within Lot Numbers at Vista Alegre Site 
Test excavations in 2011 at Vista Alegre opened Units 8 and 9 in order to expand upon 
Unit 5 which contained human remains in the north profile identified in 2008 (Figure 2.4). 
Human remains were recovered in this off structure area with the assistance of Dr. Vera Tiesler 
and Dr. Andrea Cucina of the Universidad Autónoma de Yucatán (UADY). Unit 8 was not 
excavated to sterile soil because of time constraints, but the extent of excavations were marked 
for future work at the site. Units 8 and 9 are discussed below along with tables representing the 
variability of samples of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre sherds recovered from different 
strata (Glover et al. 2013:31). Further, the tables look at vessel variability by comparing sherds 
from different strata with Vista Alegre Striated material from Lot 1004. Feature 3 (Lot 1004) is 
an intrusive pit feature located within the fill comprising Stratum III. See Table 10 below for 
71 
 
  
sherd counts by Lot number and stratums of unslipped striated and unslipped plain ceramic 
material from Units 8 and 9. Figures 5.16-5.19 below highlight the variability of samples 
recorded in Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate sherds recovered from Lot 83, Lot 84, 
Lot 85, Lot 86, Lot 87, Lot 88, Lot 1000, Lot 1001, Lot 1002, Lot 1004, Lot 94, Lot 95, Lot 96, 
Lot 98, and Lot 99. Figure 5.15 demonstrates the variability of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre tecomate vessels present in the Yalahau region. 
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Table 8 Unslipped Striated and Plain Sherd Counts for Units 8 and 9. 
Unit 8 Unit 9 
Lot 81 (Stratum I) 
• Unslipped Striated-31 
• Unslipped Plain-54 
Lot 91 (Stratum I) 
• Unslipped Striated-19 
• Unslipped Plain-39 
Lot 82 (Stratum I) 
• Unslipped Striated-60 
• Unslipped Plain-46 
Lot 92 (Stratum II) 
• Unslipped Striated-44 
• Unslipped Plain-69 
Lot 83 (Stratum II) 
• Unslipped Striated-138 
• Unslipped Plain-92 
Lot 93 (Stratum II, III, and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-60 
• Unslipped Plain-77 
Lot 84 (Stratum II) 
• Unslipped Striated-102 
• Unslipped Plain-133 
Lot 94 (Stratum III and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-60 
• Unslipped Plain-77 
 
Lot 85 (Stratum III) 
• Unslipped Striated-68 
• Unslipped Plain-100 
• Possible Unslipped lid-1 
Lot 95 (Stratum III and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-66 
• Unslipped Plain-51 
 
Lot 86 (Stratum III and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-28 
• Unslipped Plain-45 
Lot 96 (Stratum V and VI) 
• Unslipped Striated-76 
• Unslipped Plain-253 
Lot 87 (Stratum III and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-245 
• Unslipped Plain-225 
Lot 97 (Stratum VI and VII) 
• Unslipped Striated-9 
• Unslipped Plain-19 
Lot 88 (Stratum III) 
• Unslipped Striated-37 
• Unslipped Plain-124 
Lot 98 (Stratum VII, VIII, and X) 
• Unslipped Striated-37 
• Unslipped Plain-223 
Lot 1004 (Stratum III and IV) 
• Unslipped Striated-131 
• Unslipped Plain-128 
• Large Striated Base-8 
• Handles-10 
• Vista Alegre like Bases-13 
• Vista Alegre like rims-41 
 
Lot 99 (Stratum VIII and IX) 
• Unslipped Striated-48 
• Unslipped Plain-126 
 
Lot 910 (Stratum IX) 
• Unslipped Striated-10 
• Unslipped Plain-34 
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Unit 8   Unit 8 consisted of a 2 m by 1 m unit just north of Unit 5 (Figure 2.4) that 
was excavated in 10 cm arbitrary levels. Excavation methods were altered when features or 
stratigraphic changes were encountered (Figures 5.5-5.12). A high volume of recovered skeletal 
human remains prevented Unit 8 from being excavated to sterile. Four strata were present in Unit 
8 that coincide with Unit 9 (Glover et al. 2013:41).  
Stratum I  Stratum I of Unit 8 consists of the natural topsoil of the site. The soil at 
stratum I range in color from 10YR 3/1 to 10YR 4/1. Level 1 (Lot 81) is located in this stratum. 
The soil is loose, consisting of small rocks and bioturbation in the northwest corner and middle 
area on the south side likely caused by burrowing iguana and crab. Cultural material recovered at 
this level consisted of animal bone, beads, ceramics, crab remains, fish bone, beads, a net weight, 
and obsidian. The ceramic material is made up of sherds from the Vista Alegre II, III, and IV 
periods of occupation. Level 2 (Lot 82) was also located in stratum I. Level 2 is similar to level 1 
with modern topsoil and subsurface ground disturbance due to local species bioturbation (Glover 
et al. 2013:41).  
Stratum II   This stratum consists of a midden lens that accrued during the periods of 
Vista Alegre III and IV. Stratum II contains a higher volume of small to medium-sized rocks and 
shell. Sedimentary color is similar to stratum I but more compact. An increased volume of 
cultural material is present compared to the first stratum. Levels 3 (Lot 83), 4 (Lot 84), and 
Feature 1 (Lots 1000, 1001, and 1002) correspond with stratum II. In Level 3 rock and shell size 
increase as well as the average size of ceramic material, and quantity of obsidian blades. The 
start of Level 4 revealed what appeared to be a complete Vista Alegre Striated vessel with a bark 
beater in the center of the unit. These artifacts were pedestaled and removed separately. Thus, 
Level 4 comprises the area east and west of the pedestal (Glover et al. 2013:41). Feature 1 (Lot 
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1000) includes the area surrounding the vessel with a similar matrix to Level 4. Feature 1 was 10 
cm in thickness that exposed a Vista Alegre Striated vessel. Feature 1 (Lot 1001) comprised the 
actual vessel (not intact) as well as its contents. Glover (2013) proposes that Lot 1001 may be the 
result of an individual discarding the damaged vessel within the midden lens that was deposited 
at the site during the Vista Alegre III period. Feature 1 (Lot 1002) is made up of the pedestal 
beneath and around the fragmented Vista Alegre Striated vessel. While recovering this vessel 
fragment, the remains of a human infant was discovered and excavated separately in Lot 1003.  
Stratum III  Soil becomes more compact than the previous stratums with a change in 
color to 10YR 2/1. Most of the human remains were found at this stratum. There is no evidence 
that the burials were intrusive and this stratum may have been deposited rapidly as a final fill 
episode to level the site of Vista Alegre during the Vista Alegre III period of occupation. Sherd 
variability and different ceramic types are abundant. A large portion of ceramic material in 
stratum III date to the Early Classic period, but these sherds appear to be more weathered than 
usual which may be suggestive of redeposition from Early Classic middens.  
Stratum IV  Stratum IV coincides with an intrusive pit feature located at the bottom of 
Level 7 in Unit 8. The makeup of the soil in this stratum is noticeably different than in stratum 
III. Feature 3 (Lot 1004) makes up an intrusive pit feature located within the fill comprising 
Stratum III. The soil is less compact than in the stratum above it and contains a high volume of 
shell and ceramic material. This feature cut into Burial 2 in Unit 9 and continues to the north and 
east of Units 8 and 9. In total, 75 percent of the ceramic material dates to the Vista Alegre III 
period, while other cultural materials in Lot 1004 may be intrusive from adjacent stratigraphy 
during the initial process of creating the feature in ancient times. Of note, however, is a single 
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sherd from a Spanish Olive jar that must have been intrusive from deposits nearer the surface 
(Glover et al. 2013:44). 
Unit 9  Unit 9 is located directly south of Unit 8. This unit was 2 m by .5 m and 
was excavated in arbitrary 20 cm levels unless changes in stratigraphy were encountered. Unit 9 
revealed evidence of various activities that incorporated the major fill episode at this part of the 
site. Materials recovered in Unit 9 were similar to those found in Unit 8 except for human 
remains (Burial 2) along with an intrusive Ticul Thin Slate vessel and slate ware dish towards the 
bottom of the unit. Unit 9 ended at Stratum IX after excavating what appeared to be sterile soil. 
The first four strata (I-IV) are the same as in Unit 8 (Glover et al. 2013:50).  
Stratum I Level 1 (Lot 91) coincides with this stratum and consists of natural topsoil 
and was excavated to a depth of 20 cm. 
Stratum II Level 2 (Lot 92) is associated with this stratum and consists of the midden 
lens that was deposited during the Vista Alegre III and IV periods of occupation. Stratum II is 
intermixed with Stratum IV. 
Stratum III Level 3 is within this stratum and is associated with Feature 3 (Lot 1004). 
Level 3 consists of the top portion of Feature 3. 
Stratum IV Level 4 corresponds to Burial 2. Feature 3 interrupts this level and caused 
the upper portion of the skeletal remains to be disassociated with the rest of the burial. The level 
was excavated an additional 10 cm in depth on the eastern portion of the unit in an attempt to 
locate the remaining part of the skeleton in Burial 2. Level 5 (Lot 95) is made up of Stratum III 
and IV and was excavated to level the surface of the unit. During the level process a 
concentration of bones, charcoal, and ceramic material were pedestaled and documented as 
Feature 2 (Lot 1007). 
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Stratum V  Stratum V is thin and not as compact as Stratum III. Stratum V may be the 
result of deposition during fill episodes during the Terminal Classic period. This stratum may be 
a part of Stratum VII, but was cut through by Stratum VI. Level 6 (Lot 96) is composed of 
Stratum V and VI. The matrix in Level 6 was less compact and coarse with more charcoal flecks 
than in Level 5. In the western portion of the unit at the bottom of Level 6 (in Stratum VI) a 
matrix of grayish shell-rich material appeared that may have been the result of redeposition of 
similar looking sediment discovered in the harbor area (Glover et al. 2013:53). 
Stratum VI Stratum VI corresponds with the grey lens of shell-rich material 
discovered at the bottom of Level 6 which may coincide with the fill activities in the Terminal 
Classic mentioned earlier. 
Stratum VII This stratum is similar in fill material to Stratum III and V with 
redeposited VA II materials. Level 7 (Lot 97) was less than 10 cm and mixed with Stratum VI 
and VII. This level was created in order to remove the remaining fill related to Feature 3 in the 
eastern portion of the unit and to expose the light gray matrix seen in Level 6. Level 8 (Lot 98) 
cuts through Stratum VII, VIII, and X. This level may be associated with the end of the fill 
episode and the start of the Early Classic midden deposit in Stratum VIII. Three distinct lenses 
were discovered in the northwestern portion of Unit 9 that begin as a layer of thick grey ashy 
material, shift into a thin layer of orange nodule material, and then back to a layer of grey ashy 
material.  
Stratum VIII This stratum is mostly made up of larger and less rounded Early Classic 
(Vista Alegre II) material that may be indicative of a primary deposition of sherds. Level 9 (Lot 
99) cuts through Stratum VIII and IX. Connecting sherds were recovered in the middle of the 
unit at this level. The sherds belong to a nearly complete Ticul Thin Slate Vessel and portions of 
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a white slate ware dish (Celestun Red Ware), one Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río neck, and a 
rim from a Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate vessel. These materials correspond to 
the Terminal Classic period and are indicative of an intrusive cache most likely not related to 
Burial 2, but instead may be linked to the fill episodes of initial Vista Alegre III inhabitants who 
began to repopulate the island after centuries of abandonment (Glover et al. 2013:53-54). 
Stratum IX This stratum contains minimal cultural material and no charcoal flecks. 
Level 10 corresponds to this stratum and consists of brown, clay-rich sediment. 
Stratum X This stratum was seen in the west profile of Unit 9 and is a thin lens that 
appears within Stratum VII. This stratum consists of a light gray ashy material along with a layer 
made up of small orange nodules that may be burned clay. Another layer of light gray ashy 
material follows the orange material. Stratum X may represent a distinct episode corresponding 
with the fill episodes associated with Unit 9 (Glover et al. 2013:52). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
78 
 
  
 
Figure 5.7 Unit 8 North Profile (Strata marked with Roman Numerals) (after Glover et al. 2013:55). 
 
     
Figure 5.8 Unit 8 North Profile Photo (after Glover et al. 2013:55). 
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Figure 5.9 Units 8 and 9 East Profile (Strata marked with Roman Numerals) (after Glover et al. 2013:56). 
 
 
Figure 5.10 Units 8 and 9 East Profile Photo (after Glover et al. 2013:56). 
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Figure 5.11 Units 8 and 9 West Profiles (Strata marked with Roman Numerals) (after Glover et al. 2013:57). 
 
 
Figure 5.12 Units 8 and 9 West Profile Photo (after Glover et al. 2013:57). 
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Figure 5.13 Unit 9 South Profile (Strata marked with Roman Numerals) (after Glover et al. 2013:58). 
 
                    
Figure 5.14 Unit 9 South Profile Photo (after Glover et al. 2013:58). 
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Figure 5.15 Vessel Variability of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomates from Lot 1004 (drawing courtesy 
of Jennifer Taschek). 
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Figure 5.16 Rim Thickness (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate sherds in Units 8 and 9. 
 
 
Figure 5.17 Rim Diameter (cm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate sherds in Units 8 and 9. 
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Figure 5.18 Distance of Handle Attachment Below Rim (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate 
sherds in Units 8 and 9. 
 
 
Figure 5.19 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate sherd Body Thickness (mm) in Units 8 and 9. 
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5.2 Comparative Analysis of Vista Alegre Ceramic Material 
Measurements in the study of various physical characteristics between both the Vista 
Alegre site material and samples taken from the Ceramoteca are detailed in tables below 
highlighting variances in modal attributes. Further, the tables only represent data from the 
designated sherds within the types-varieties Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre 
Striated: Chen Río. Sherds representing the types Achiote Unslipped, Chancenote Striated, 
Tancah Burdo, and Saban Burdo are discussed below.  
Sample sherds of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río 
from both collections appears similar upon first inspection. However, upon closer examination 
recording modal characteristics, minute distinctions are observed that reveal a range of 
variability in vessel form. For this reason, I believe more attention should be focused on the more 
ambiguous Vista Alegre Striated type material so as to reveal clusters of related attributes 
between sherds recovered at the Vista Alegre site itself and sherds recovered in other nearby 
areas. It is this focus of modal differences that may represent consequential qualities related to 
space and time. The tables present ranges of rim thickness, distance of handles placed below the 
lip of the rim, handle types (strap or loop), and placement (vertical or horizontal), rim diameter 
of associated vessel (cajete, olla, or tecomate), striation patterning, Munsell nomenclature and 
color, as well as body cross-section thickness, when applicable. Results from the tables were 
assessed and a mean and median range was established to determine the level of consistency. 
Outliers, when present, were also noted. Paste and tempering consistency was recorded for 
known type-varieties and associated wares, however, no tables were used for these distinctions. 
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5.2.1 Rim Thickness 
Figures 5.20 and 5.21 presents comparative ranges in rim thickness of Vista Alegre 
Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds from the Vista Alegre site 
sample and samples recorded at the Ceramoteca. A total of 45 Vista Alegre Striated: Viste 
Alegre rim sherds from Vista Alegre were recorded and a total of 24 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre rim sherds from the Ceramoteca were recorded. A total of seven Vista Alegre Striated: 
Chen Río rim sherds from Vista Alegre were recorded and a total of ten Vista Alegre Striated: 
Chen Río rim sherds from the Ceramoteca were recorded. 
From the Ceramoteca collection one Tancah Burdo: Tancah sherd was recorded with a 
rim thickness of 13 mm. Two Sabán Burdo: Becoob sherds were recorded with a rim thickness 
of 21 mm and 15 mm. No rim specimens were recorded from the type-varieties Achiote 
Unslipped or Sabán Burdo: Sabán at the Ceramoteca. 
 
Figure 5.20 Rim Thickness (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate sherds. 
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Figure 5.21 Rim Thickness (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río Olla sherds. 
 
 
5.2.2 Rim Diameters 
Figures 5.22 and 5.23 present comparative ranges in rim diameter in cm of Vista Alegre 
Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds from the Vista Alegre site 
sample and samples recorded at the Ceramoteca. A total of 40 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista 
Alegre rim sherds from Vista Alegre were measured for rim diameter and a total of 30 Vista 
Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim sherds from the Ceramoteca were measured for rim diameter. 
A total of seven Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río rim sherds from Vista Alegre were measured 
for rim diameter and a total of nine Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río rim sherds from the 
Ceramoteca were measured for rim diameter. One Tancah Burdo: Tancah sherd was measured 
with a 60 cm rim diameter and two Sabán Burdo: Becoob sherds were measured with a rim 
diameter of 12 cm. 
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Figure 5.22 Rim Diameter (cm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate sherds. 
 
 
Figure 5.23 Rim Diameter (cm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds. 
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5.2.3 Rim Forms 
When recording rim data,  rim thickness was noted as being externally, internally, or 
directly thickened. While external and internal thickened rims are manufactured with additional 
clay flaring either externally or internally, direct rims are typically similar in thickness to the 
neck or body of the vessel. A total of 47 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate rim forms 
and seven Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río rim forms were recorded from the site of Vista 
Alegre. A total of 29 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim forms and 10 Vista Alegre Striated: 
Chen Río rim forms were recorded form samples taken at the Ceramoteca. Tables 19 and 20 
below contain a breakdown of rim forms according to each site where the sample was recorded. 
 
 
Table 9 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate Rim Form Counts by Site. 
Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate Rim Form Counts by Site 
External Thickening 
Vista Alegre-4 
Xcambo-1 
 
Direct Thickening 
Vista Alegre-1 
 
Internal Thickening 
Vista Alegre-41 
El Meco-6 
San Miguel, Cozumel-6 
San Gervasio, Cozumel-12 
Chichen Itza-3 
 
 
 
Table 10 Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Rio Olla Rim Form Counts by Site. 
Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río Olla Rim Form Counts by Site 
External Thickening 
Vista Alegre-7 
El Meco-3 
Direct Thickening 
 
Internal Thickening 
San Miguel, Cozumel-1 
San Gervasio, Cozumel-6 
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5.2.4 Handle Styles 
Overall, 24 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim sherds with handle attachments were 
recorded from the Ceramoteca. Table 21 below shows site comparisons in the numbers of 
horizontal loop and strap handles along with vertical loop and strap handles comprising samples 
taken from both the Ceramoteca and the Vista Alegre collection. There were no examples of 
horizontal loop handles represented within the Vista Alegre collection or the Ceramoteca. Of the 
19 samples recorded from the Ceramoteca, six were horizontal strap handles, three were vertical 
loop handles, and 10 were vertical straps. In the Vista Alegre collection, seven were horizontal 
strap handles, eight were vertical loop handles, and nine were vertical straps. Additionally, there 
were nine strap handle sherds recorded from the Vista Alegre collection for a total of 26 strap 
handles overall. The additional unattached strap handles were not recorded in the table below. 
One example of Sabán Burdo: Becoob was recorded at the Ceramoteca as a vertical strap handle. 
Table 11 Handle Style Counts of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate Sherds. 
Handle Style Counts of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate Sherds 
Horizontal Strap 
Vista Alegre-7 
San Miguel, Cozumel-2 
San Gervasio, Cozumel-3 
El Meco-1 
 
 
Horizontal Loop 
N/A 
Vertical Strap 
Vista Alegre-9 
San Gervasio, Cozumel-6 
El Meco-3 
Xcambo-1 
 
 
Vertical Loop 
Vista Alegre-8 
San Gervasio, Cozumel-2 
El Meco-1 
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Figure 5.24 CZ21-III (San  Gervasio, Cozumel) Vertical Loop Handle 27 mm below rim (photo courtesy  of 
Joseph Horne). 
 
 
Figure 5.25 CZ27-EIII (San Gervasio, Cozumel) Horizontal Strap Handle 27 mm below rim (photo courtesy of 
Joseph Horne). 
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Figure 5.26 CZ13-III (San Gervasio, Cozumel) Vertical Strap Handle 27 mm below rim (photo courtesy of 
Joseph Horne). 
 
5.2.5 Methods of Handle Attachment 
For measurements handle attachment methods of samples recorded from the site of Vista 
Alegre see subsection 5.1.4. A total of 19 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim sherds with 
handles were recorded as either “pre” or “over” striations as well as noting the distance of handle 
placement below the rim in mm. 
Of the five pre - striation handles attached to rims the distance from rim ranged from 18 
mm to 28 mm with a mean range of 26 mm and a median range of 25 mm. Fourteen over 
striation handles attached to rims had a range of distance below rim from 11 mm to 32 mm 
below rim lip with a mean range of 24 mm and a median range of 24.5 mm. There were no 
handles attached at the lip of the rim with the Ceramoteca sample. Figure 5.27 presents distance 
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of handle attachment below rim in mm of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre rim sherds from 
the site of Vista Alegre and samples recorded from the Ceramoteca. Figure 5.27 also presents an 
average number in mm of the distance below rim attachment from both samples of sherds. 
 
 
Figure 5.27 Distance of Handle Attachment from Rim (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Tecomate 
sherds. 
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5.2.6 Body Thickness 
Figures 5.28 and 5.29 presents body thickness comparisons with Vista Alegre Striated: 
Vista Alegre material with similar samples recorded at the Ceramoteca and Vista Alegre 
Striated: Chen Río from the Vista Alegre site and samples taken from the Ceramoteca. Samples 
were recorded of 12 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre body sherds from Vista Alegre sherds 
ranging from five mm to eight mm with both a mean and median range of seven mm. Body 
thicknesses of 51 Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherds ranged from 2 mm to 4 mm with a 
mean and median range of 3 mm. Samples were taken of five Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre 
body sherds from the Ceramoteca ranging from five mm to eight mm with a mean of 6 mm and a 
median of 6 mm. Samples were measured of eight Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río body sherds 
ranging from 2 mm to 4 mm with a mean and median of 3 mm. 
 
Figure 5.28 Body Thickness (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre. 
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Figure 5.29 Body Thickness (mm) of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río. 
 
5.2.7 Munsell Colors of Associated Types-Varieties 
 Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río sherd surface 
color was recorded from samples taken at the Ceramoteca. Surface color consisted of a broad 
spectrum of hues on the Munsell spectrum. While paste and surface color was generally similar 
in the Vista Alegre Striated: Viste Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río material, this was 
not always the case. However, only exterior surface colors were recorded using Munsell chroma 
and nomenclature.  
Table 25 below presents a breakdown of the ranges in Munsell color of 38 Vista Alegre 
Striated: Vista Alegre sherds. Munsell color ranged from 2.5YR 4/6 to 5/8 (reds), 5YR 4/3 
(reddish brown) to 6/8 (reddish yellow), 7.5YR 2.5/1 (black), to 6/8 (reddish yellow), and 10YR 
4/2 (dark grayish brown) to 7/6 (yellow).  
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Table 12 Munsell Variability of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre Sherds from Ceramoteca. 
2.5YR 5YR 7.5YR 10YR 
4/6 (red)-1 
4/8 (red)-4 
5/8 (red)-1 
4/3 (reddish brown)-2 
4/6 (yellowish red)-3 
5/6 (yellowish red)-1 
5/8 (yellowish red)-6 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
2.5/1 (black)-1 
4/2 (brown)-1 
4/3 (brown)-1 
5/6 (strong brown)-2 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-9 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
 
4/2 (dark grayish 
brown)-1 
6/4 (light yellowish 
brown)-1 
6/6 (brownish yellow)-
2 
7/6 (yellow)-1 
 
 
 
Table 26 below presents a breakdown of the ranges in Munsell color of 20 Vista Alegre 
Striated: Chen Río sherds. Munsell color ranged from 2.5YR 4/8 to 5/8 (reds), 5YR 4/6 
(yellowish red) to 6/8 (reddish yellow), 7.5YR 3/1 (very dark red), to 6/8 (reddish yellow), and 
10YR 6/3 (pale brown) to 6/4 (light yellowish brown).  
 
Table 13  Munsell Variability of Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Rio Sherds from Vista Alegre. 
2.5YR 5YR 7.5YR 10YR 
4/8 (red)-3 
5/8 (red)-1 
4/6 (yellowish red)-2 
5/8 (yellowish red)-3 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-1 
3/1 (very dark grey)-1 
4/6 (strong brown)-1 
5/6 (strong brown)-2 
6/6 (reddish yellow)-1 
6/8 (reddish yellow)-3 
 
6/3 (pale brown)-1 
6/8 (light yellowish 
brown)-1 
 
 
 
The importance of my research focused on the variability of the physical attributes within 
the type-varieties of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre and Vista Alegre Striated: Chen Río. 
Characteristics exhibiting the most variability were rim form, handles, and the method of handle 
attachment. A secondary goal was to look at the variation of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre 
pottery attributes within a single depositional pit feature (Lot 1004) with regard to sherds 
recovered in other contexts of Units 8 and 9.  
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6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 
 The comparative analysis revealed a subtle variation in modal attributes within the 
samples of similar type-variety sherds. The observations were noted through modal analysis and 
complimented with the type-variety system, when possible.  
 The results of the study may acknowledge a more far-reaching interaction sphere within 
the unslipped ceramic type-variety Vista Alegre at Vista Alegre. If local unslipped plain and 
striated utility wares fall within a common median range of attribute characteristics (as well as 
general appearance) at both Vista Alegre and other sites, then the wares should very well be 
considered similar. This consideration would fit both scientifically and perhaps culturally too as 
the ancient Maya could have felt that striated tecomates from Vista Alegre where the same, at 
least in functionality and general appearance, as striated tecomates from the site of El Meco, for 
example. This could possibly hold true throughout different time periods since the unslipped 
plain and striated wares of the Yalahau regions maintained little overall variability in form and 
function from the Middle Preclassic to Terminal Classic times. However, as seen in the Figure 
5.15, which illustrates Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate variability in the northern 
Maya lowlands, including the photographs taken from samples at Vista Alegre and the 
Ceramoteca, and the figures highlighting distinct modal characteristics within vessel form, 
minute variability is visually apparent enough to note that this particular type-variety was not 
continuously manufactured the exact same way. Several cultural and/or temporal factors may 
contribute to variation in form of Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomates, but these 
assumptions should only be considered with a significantly larger sample of ceramic material 
recorded from the Vista Alegre collection and site samples taken from the Ceramoteca. 
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 All Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate vessels followed an expected trend with 
regard to several attributes but with some exceptions. Rim manipulation of this type-variety was 
mostly internally thickened, with only six samples exhibiting external or direct thickening. Rim  
diameter followed a mostly consistent pattern and body thickness was extraordinarily consistent. 
horizontal strap, vertical strap, and vertical loop handles were the most equally prevalent styles 
of handles attached to the tecomates. None of the samples recorded had horizontal loop handles. 
An interesting aspect of handle attachment with this type-variety was the variability of the 
distance the handle was placed on the vessel. In millimeters, distances of handle placement 
ranged from direct to rim to 28 mm below lip of rim. 
 Overall, the pit feature (Lot 1004) comparison revealed similar trends in variability 
similar to the regional comparison. Of the samples recorded from Units 8 and 9, the pit feature 
(Lot 1004) made up the majority of the ceramic material. Some unit levels were represented 
more so than others. The initial goal of sampling the Vista Alegre collection was to record the 
most diagnostic sherds and pottery fragments. This resulted in a random sampling of sherds 
recovered in Units 8 and 9. A larger sample of the entire collection from Units 8 and 9 may 
reveal more variability with Lot 1004 material compared to sherds from other levels. 
 The Vista Alegre Striated: Vista Alegre tecomate is typically considered a domestic 
vessel that was likely utilized for many purposes. Based on certain physical characteristics (like 
rim manipulation, handle styles and handle placement), and taking into consideration the 
variability, these vessels were probably manufactured for various domestic uses locally as well 
as non-locally throughout the northern Yucatán during the Terminal Classic period. 
 Until a larger sample of ceramic material is analyzed, conclusions on vessel variability 
prove problematic. The potential for future research in this area may yield important data sets 
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that may further aid in the interpretation of domestic unslipped vessels in this part of the Maya 
world. For instance, with a larger sample size, a detailed principle component analysis may 
reveal a distinct relationship amongst a suite of physical characteristics, that when observed 
together, offer clues to site and regional variability over time. Of particular interest, a more 
thorough analysis of pit feature (Lot 1004) compared to a larger sampling of ceramic material 
from local and non local sites may provide more information about the fill episode(s) during 
different occupational periods at Vista Alegre. A petrographic analysis could potentially aid in 
the determination of certain functional aspects of the pottery with relation to attributes like rim 
form, handle styles, handle attachment methods, and vessel thickness. Additional excavations at 
Vista Alegre and other nearby sites would prove useful in a more thorough analysis of unslipped 
domestic vessels. Finally, there is much potential in a detailed analysis of Vista Alegre Striated: 
Unspecified sherds both with the Vista Alegre collection and samples recorded from other sites. 
The unspecified sherd material may be a valuable “missing link” to piecing together a more 
complete picture of style, variability, and possibly even function of this type-variety of space and 
time. 
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APPENDICES 
Appendix A 
Analysis of Sherds from Vista Alegre 
 
 
 
 
 
 
She rd ID Texture Ve ssel  Part
Rim 
Thickne ss 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachment 
Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diamete r 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Type /
Variety Paste Temper Munsell Photo/Ske tch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickne ss Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA69
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 14 Vertical
Over 
striations/27m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 8
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5 YR6/8 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 9 N/A Fine N/A N/A
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
Attachment
12 Vertical
Over 
striations/15m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 10
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR7/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 5
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 11 Vertical
Post  Handle 
Striations/17m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 14
External 
Body/Rim/O
utside 
Handle VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(st rong 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 8
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 16 Vertical
Over 
striations/29m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 14
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 9
VA88/VA93 
(fits 
together)
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/2 
Handle 
At tachments 7 Vertical
Over 
striations/15m
m below rim
Slight 
Internal 
Thickening 10
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5 YR5/4 
(brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 5
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 10 Vertical
Over 
striations/14m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 10
External 
Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 8
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 12 Vertical
Post  Handle 
Striations/19m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 8
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 10 Vertical
Over 
Striations/11m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 12
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Tecomate 7
VA85
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 7 Horizontal
Post  
Striations/20m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 23
External 
Body/Rim/O
utside handle VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/2(br
own) Yes/Yes Tecomate 6
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 11 Horizontal
Post  
Striations/10m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 14
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR2.5/1(da
rk reddish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 4
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 7 Horizontal
Post  
Striations/9mm 
below rim
Slight 
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
Body/Rim 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR3/2(dar
k reddish 
brown) Yes/No Tecomate 5
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 10 Horizontal
Over 
Striations/Atta
ched at rim
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6 
(yellowish 
red) Yes/No Tecomate 7
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim w/Handle 
At tachment 5 Horizontal
Over 
Striations/ 
10mm below 
rim
Slight 
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
Rim/Body 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate 4
VA99
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 28
External 
Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel  Part
Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle  
(V/H)
Attachment 
Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Type/
Variety Paste Temper Munse ll Photo/Sketch
Possible 
Vessel  
Form
Handle  
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base  Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA1002
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 16 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 26
External 
Rim 
andBody Chan cenote STR/Chiquila
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 12 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 17
External 
Rim and 
Body Chan cenote STR/Chiquila
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR5/6(re
d) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA98
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 12
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR7/4(li
ght reddish 
brown Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA73
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 10 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 15
External 
Rim and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA91
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 6 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 18
External 
Body Only ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/4(ligh
t reddish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 7 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 21
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR2.5/2(da
rk reddish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
Attachment 11 Horizontal
Post 
Striations/10m
m below rim
Internal 
Thickening 14
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim w/Handle 
Attachment 7 Horizontal
Post 
Striations/9mm 
below rim
Slight 
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim w/Handle 
Attachment 10 Horizontal
Over 
Striations/Atta
ched at rim
Internal 
Thickening 16 Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unsliped 
Striated 
Rim w/Handle 
Attachment 5 Horizontal
Over 
Striations/ 
10mm below 
rim
Slight 
Internal 
Thickening 16 Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 28
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1002
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 12 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 25
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1002
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 16 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 26
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7YR2.5/1(bl
ack) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 12 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 17
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate 3
VA98
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 12
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 3
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Sherd ID Texture Vesse l Part
Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle  
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Varie ty Paste Temper Munse ll
Photo/Sket
ch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base  Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base  Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA73
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 10 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 15
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR7/6(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 3
VA91
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 6 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 18
External 
Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 7 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 21
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 15 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 25
External 
Rim Only VA STRA/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 13 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 25
External 
Rim Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 6 N/A N/A
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 15
External  
Body and 
Rim VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes Olla N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 8 N/A N/A
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 15
External 
Body and 
Rim VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Olla N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 8 N/A N/A
Slight 
External 
T hickening 15
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Olla N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 7 N/A N/A
Slight 
External 
T hickening 15
External 
Body Only VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Olla N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Neck N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only 
w/Adorno VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/Yes
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
VA84
Unslipped 
Striated Neck N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Neck Only VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated Handle N/A Vert ical
Over 
St riations N/A N/A
External 
Body and 
Handle VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate 10
VA73
Unslipped 
Striated
Neck with 
rim portion Appx. 6 N/A N/A
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening Apprx. 9
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/3(redd
ish brown) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base 
6/Body4 Flat
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base 
4/Body7 Flat
VA85
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base8/Body
6 Flat
VA85
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR2.5/3(
very dark 
brown) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base6/Body
7 Flat
VA98
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR3/2(ve
ry dark 
greyish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A Body 5 Convex
109 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part
Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA98
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR3/2(ve
ry dark 
greyish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A Body 5 Convex
VA76
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base 
7/Body5 Flat
VA83
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body Achiote UNS/ Saban
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/3(li
ght  brown) Yes/No
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base6/Body
3 Flat
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body Achiote UNS/ Saban
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Base8/Body
6 Flat
VA57
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External/Int
ernal Body Achiote UNS/ Saban
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.55/6(stron
g brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA83
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only Chan cenote ST R/Chiquila
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body8
VA83
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only Saban Burdo/Becoob
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body8
VA83
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only Saban Burdo/Becoob
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body8
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR4/3(redd
ish brown) Yes/No ? N/A Body6
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR7/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No ? N/A Body3
VA96
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only Achiote UNS/ Saban
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR4/2(da
rk greyish 
brown) Yes/No ? N/A Body3
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
ExternalBod
y Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR2.5/1(bl
ack) Yes/No ? N/A Body5
VA84
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
ExternalBod
y Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR4/6(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA62
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Exteranal 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR4/1(dar
k grey) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA62
Unslipped 
Striated 
(Incised?) Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
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Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA1000
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
ExternalBod
y Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body7
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body7
VA64
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
ExternalBod
y Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA1001
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes  Tecomate N/A Body8
VA1001(fits 
with line 69)
Unslipped 
Striated Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A Body8
VA1001
Unslipped 
Striated
Neck 
w/body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR3/1(ver
y dark grey) Yes/No Olla N/A Body5
VA1001
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim with 
Body 
Portion 6 N/A N/A
No 
thickening 21
External 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes Olla N/A Body7
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Body4/Base
5
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR3/1(v
ery dark 
grey) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Body/4/Base
6
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External  
Base and 
Body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR3/2(da
rk brown) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Body5/Base
7
VA1004
Unslipped 
Striated
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Base and 
Body VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR3/2(da
rk brown) Yes/Yes
Cajete or 
Tecomate N/A
Body/5/Base
5
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim w/ 
Handle 
At tachmen
t 11 Horizontal
N/A/Approx
.16mm 
below rim
Internal 
T hickening 20 N/A VA STR/? Fine? Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim w/ 
Handle 
At tachmen
t 6 Horizontal
26mm below 
rim
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 15 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate 5
VA94
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 20 Vert ical
18mm below 
rim
Exterior 
T hickening 10 N/A Saban Burdo/Becoob
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate 13
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 8 Vert ical
20mm below 
rim
Internal 
T hickening 15 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/4(li
ght  brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 6
Va1004
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 13 Vert ical
At tached at 
rim
Exterior 
T hickening 16 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 7
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Rim 
Thickness 
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Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
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Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
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Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
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Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA68
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 16 Vert ical
At tached at 
rim
Exterior/Int
erior 
T hickenin g 10 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 9
VA66
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 6 Vert ical
At tached at 
rim
Slight 
External 
T hickening 11 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 4
VA69
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 11 Vert ical
At tached at 
rim
External 
T hickening 9 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR4/3(da
rk greyish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate 10
VA85
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 7 Vert ical
At tached 
5mm below 
rim
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 12 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Tecomate 5
VA1001
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim w/ 
Neck 
Portion 8 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 15 N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA24
Unslipped 
Plain
Rim w/ 
Neck 
Portion 7 N/A N/A
No 
thickening 14 N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 20 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 20 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA88 
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 18 N/A N/A
External/Int
ernal 
T hickenking 16 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 13 N/A N/A
External and 
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 23 N/A Tancah Burdo: T anca
Fine-
medium 
Grai Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 15 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 22 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 19 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 26 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in
Coarse 
Calcite
7.5YR3/4(da
rk brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 12 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 20 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
10YR4/3(da
rk greyish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 17 N/A N/A
External and 
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 14 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in
Coarse 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA94
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 18 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 13 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 17 N/A N/A
Slight 
External 
T hickening 16 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA88
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 17 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 13 N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Fine Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
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Thickness 
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Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
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Striation 
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Vessel 
Form
Handle 
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Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 10 N/A N/A
Slight 
Internal 
T hickening 15 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
10YR5/8(ye
llowish 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 13 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 20 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 21 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA63
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 16 N/A VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR4/1(da
rk grey) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 12 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 19 N/A VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 3 N/A N/A Narrow rim 16 N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/4(li
ght  brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 4 N/A N/A
Slight 
External/Int
ernal 
T hickening 25 N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes
Tecomate 
or cajete? N/A
VA44
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 8 N/A N/A
Slight 
External 
T hickening 19 N/A Tancah Burdo: T anca
Fine-
medium 
Grai Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A
VA44
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 8 N/A N/A
Slight 
External 
T hickening 15 N/A Tancah Burdo: T anca
Fine-
medium 
Grai Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA44
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 10 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 12 N/A Saban Burdo
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
VA44
Unslipped 
Plain Rim 9 N/A N/A
External 
T hickening 11 N/A Tancah Burdo: T anca
Fine-
medium 
Grai Calcite
7.5YR4/4(br
own) Yes/No Tecomate N/A
Va72
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR4/4(br
own) Yes/No Tecomate 8
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate 9
VA3
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Coarse 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 11
VA65
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR6/4(lig
ht yellowish 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 9
VA72
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No  Tecomate 6
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate 9
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(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA85
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/3(br
own) Yes/No  Tecomate 8
VA64
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA/ STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate 11
VA1000
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR3/4(dar
k reddish 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 12
VA63
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR2.5/1(
black) Yes/No  Tecomate 6
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 10
VA64
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR3/1(v
ery dark 
grey) Yes/No  Tecomate 7
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR2/1(bla
ck) Yes/No  Tecomate 6
VA64
Unslipped 
Plain Handle N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate 9
VA46
Unslipped 
Plain Support N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No N/A N/A
VA94
Unslipped 
Plain
Hollow 
Support N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No N/A N/A
VA56
Unslipped 
Plain Support N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR5/4(ye
llowish 
brown) Yes/No N/A N/A
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Support N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No N/A N/A
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain
Body with 
Handle N/A Vert ical N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 6 3
VA23
Unslipped 
Plain Neck N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Calcite
2.5YR5/6(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A   
VA22
Unslipped 
Plain
Neck/Shoul
der N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Saban Burdo/Saban
Fine-
medium 
Gr in Fine Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck6/Body
3
VA88
Unslipped 
Plain
Neck/Shoul
der N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck7/Body
5
VA85
Unslipped 
Plain
Neck/Shoul
der N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck6/Body
4
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Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
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Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
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Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA1012
Unslipped 
Plain
Neck/Shoul
der N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck5/Body
5
VA95
Unslipped 
Plain
Neck/Shoul
der N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
10YR6/6(br
ownish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck5/Body
3
VA22
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No N/A N/A Body5
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base5/Body
4
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR4/1(da
rk grey) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base4/Body
2
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base6/Body
8
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base4/Body
6
VA86
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base4/Body
4
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base5/Body
6
VA95
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Tancah Burdo: T anca
Fine-
medium 
Grai
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base5/Body
4
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain
Base with 
body 
portion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain Calcite
5YR5/2(redd
ish grey) Yes/No  Tecomate N/A
Base5/Body
4
Va96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 5YR4/6 Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA62
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No ? N/A Body6
VA22
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body5
VA22
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body4
VA93
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) yes/No ? N/A Body6
VA98
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body14-6
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No ? N/A Body5
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR7/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
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Rim 
Thickness 
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(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
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Group/Typ
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Vessel 
Form
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Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA98
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No ? N/A Body16-9
VA95
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA85
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body9
VA95
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA22
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA71
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA72
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.5YR4/2 Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA24
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 10YR7/6 Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA24
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5 YR6/8 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR6/6(br
ownish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body9
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5 YR6/8 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA94
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR6/6(br
ownish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/6 
(yellowish 
red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body8
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Rim 
Thickness 
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(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
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Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
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Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
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Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA612
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/4(br
own) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA85
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body8
Va87
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR3/1(ver
y dark grey) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA611
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR3/2(dar
k reddish 
brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/1(da
rk grey) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA82
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7
VA73
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA23
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA65
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/6(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA612
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 2.5YR3/3 Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
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(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA82
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA65
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA82
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA65
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA85(x2)
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA23
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA35
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 5YR4/2 Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA610
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.5YR4/2 Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA612
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR2.5/1(
black) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA84
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA54
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 2.5YR6/8 Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA56
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA55
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA64
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yell
owish red) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA87
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA1002
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR7/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
118 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part
Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
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VA83
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.5YR4/3 Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA95
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR5/4(ye
llowish 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 10YR5/6 Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 10YR7/3 Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 10YR6/8 Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR5/8(ye
llowish 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA99
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 10YR6/8 Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA96
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/4(li
ght  brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA86
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
VA65
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA98
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.5YR5/1 Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA55
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.5YR4/2 Yes/No Olla N/A Body2
VA55
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/3(br
own) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA1004
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/8(st
rong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA1002
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR7/6 
(reddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body6
VA55/VA55 
(connected)
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
VA64 
(3pcs.)
Unslipped 
Plain Body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A VA STR Chen rio
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body3
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part
Rim 
Thickness 
(mm)
Handle 
(V/H)
Attachmen
t Mode of 
Handle Rim Form
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Pattern
Group/Typ
e/Variety Paste Temper Munsell
Photo/Sket
ch
Possible 
Vessel 
Form
Handle 
Thickness 
(mm)
Body or 
Base Cross-
Section 
Thickness 
(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shou
lder 
Attributes
VA87
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 14 Vert ical
Over 
St riations/ 
26mm below 
rim
Internal 
T hickening 26
External 
Rim/Body 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes Tecomate N/A Body 6
VA87
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim w/ 
Handle 
At tachmen
t 13 Horizontal
Over 
St riation/13
mm below 
rim
Internal 
T hickening 20
External 
Rim/Body 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/6(yell
owish red) Yes/Yes  Tecomate 6 Body5
VA86
Unslipped 
Striated 
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 10 Vert ical
Over 
St riations/ 
17mm below 
rim
Internal 
T hickening 16
External 
Rim/Body 
Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/Yes  Tecomate 4 Body4
VA87
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim 
w/Handle 
At tachmen
t 9
Vert ical 
(missing)
Over 
St riations/18
mm below 
rim
Internal 
T hickening 11
External 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6 
(strong 
brown) Yes/No  Tecomate 7 Body 3
VA87
Unslipped 
Striated Rim 16 N/A N/A
Internal 
T hickening 25
External 
Rim Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
Grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite 7.2YR4/6 Yes/No  Tecomate N/A Body 5
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part Rim Thickness(mm) Handle
Handle 
Attachment 
Mode
Rim 
Form/Character
istics
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Patterning G/T/V Paste Temper Munsell Photo/Sketch Vessel Form
Handle 
Thickness
Body 
Thickness(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shoul
der 
Attributes
Q-87-A
Unslipped 
Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
attachment 11 Horizontal
Post handle 
striations/1
8mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening 19
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 5 1 Fine N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedRim 12 N/A N/A Internal Thickening 25
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A 4 Fine N/A N/A
 Unslipped StriatedRim 9
Horizontal(?
/Missing) N/A
Internal 
Thickening 25
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A 3 Fine N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedRim 11 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 24
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A 2
Fine-
Medium N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedRim 9 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 25
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A 2 Fine N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedRim 15 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 25
External 
Horizontal/R
im Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A 3
Medium 
(1mm) N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedRim 7 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
Thickening 9
External 
Vertical 
Body Only VA Striated: Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A 4
Medium 
(1mm) N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Vertical 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR6/4(ligh
t yellowish 
brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A 3 Fine (<1mm) N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Vertical 
Body Only VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR6/3(pal
e brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A 3 Fine (<1mm) N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
Vertical 
Body Only VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A 2 Fine (<1mm) N/A N/A
Q-87-A Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
recti-linear VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A 3 Fine (<1mm) N/A N/A
EM-77 Unslipped StriatedRim 8 N/A N/A
External 
Thickening 16
External V/H 
Body Only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/Yes Olla N/A Body4
Fine-
Medium
Rounded 
Rim
15mmrim 
length/12m
m neck
EM-33 Unslipped StriatedRim 10 N/A N/A
External 
Thickening 17
External 
H/rim/Comb
o body VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4
Fine-
Medium
Rounded 
Rim
15mmrimle
ngth/24mm
neck
EM-77 Unslipped StriatedRim 7 N/A N/A
External 
Thickening 21
External 
H/neck/V 
body VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Body5 Fine
Rounded 
Rim
12mmrimle
ngth/26mm
neck
EM-23 Unslipped StriatedBody w/neck portionN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
V/Body only VA STR/Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A Body4 Fine N/A N/A
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part Rim Thickness(mm) Handle
Handle 
Attachment 
Mode
Rim 
Form/Character
istics
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Patterning G/T/V Paste Temper Munsell Photo/Sketch Vessel Form
Handle 
Thickness
Body 
Thickness(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shoul
der 
Attributes
CZM(p.96/c.I
I) Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
combo/Inter
nal combo VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body8 Fine N/A N/A
CZM(p.61/c.I
I) Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
combo/Inter
nal combo VA STR/?
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/Yes
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7 E/I Fine N/A N/A
CZ18/IV Unslipped StriatedRim 14 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 12
External 
H/rim/slant
ed H body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/3(redd
ish brown) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body5 Fine N/A N/A
CZ19/V Unslipped StriatedRim 10 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 13
External 
combo 
rim/H body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/3(br
own) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body2 Fine N/A N/A
 Unslipped StriatedRim 9 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
H/rim/Comb
o body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body3 Fine N/A N/A
CZ21/III Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 14 Vertical
Post handle 
striations/2
5mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening 15
External 
slanted H 
body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body5
Fine-
Medium (up 
to 2mm) N/A N/A
CZ21/III Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 12 Vertical
Post handle 
striations/2
7mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening 16
External 
slanted H 
body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
10YR6/4(ligh
t yellowish 
brown) Yes/No Tecomate 12 Body3 Fine N/A N/A
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 11 Vertical
Over 
striations/2
3mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening 16
External H 
rim/combo 
body VA STR/VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate 8 Body3
Fine-
medium (up 
to 2.5mm) N/A N/A
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 11 Vertical
Post Handle 
Striations/ 
28mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 14
External H 
Striations 
rim/combo 
body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/Yes Tecomate 8 Body4 Fine
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 12 Vertical
Over 
striations/2
7mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 17
External H 
Striations 
rim/combo 
body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 8 Body3 Fine
CZ12/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 12 Vertical
Over 
Striations/2
8mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 17
External H 
rim/V body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 11 Vertical
Over 
Striations/3
2mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 19
External H 
rim/slanted 
V body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
10YR6/6 
(brownish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body2
Fine-
Medium
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 8 Vertical
Over 
Striations/2
4mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 17
External H 
rim/slanted 
V body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR7/6 
(yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 6 Body3 Fine
CZM 
(p.85/c.IV) Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 10 Vertical
Over 
Striations/ 
22mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 14
External H 
rim/slanted 
V body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR5/8 
(red) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 
2.5mm)
CZ27-EIII Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 12 Horizontal
Over 
striations/2
7mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 21
External H 
Rim/H body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ27-CIII Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 13 Horizontal
Over 
Striations/2
7mm below 
rim ? 25
External H 
rim/ H body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate 9 Body4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Body 
w/handle N/A Horizontal 
Over 
Striations/ 
N/A N/A N/A
External H/V 
combo base 
only
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
10YR6/6 
(brownish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 6 Body2
Medium 
(1mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striated
Base 
w/body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External H/V 
combo base 
only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate or 
Cajete N/A Base6/Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm) Flat
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part Rim Thickness(mm) Handle
Handle 
Attachment 
Mode
Rim 
Form/Character
istics
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Patterning G/T/V Paste Temper Munsell Photo/Sketch Vessel Form
Handle 
Thickness
Body 
Thickness(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shoul
der 
Attributes
CZ11/II Unslipped Striated
rim/neck/sh
oulder 
portion 10 N/A N/A
Internal 
thickening/sligh
t ext. 
flaring/rounded 
rim 16
External 
V/neck and 
rim only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Olla N/A Neck7/Body6
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
Adorno on 
shoulder
CZ13/III Unslipped Striated
neck/should
er N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External 
V/neck only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
5YR6/8(redd
ish yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A
Neck4/should
er3
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZM 
(p.51/c.IV) Unslipped Striated
neck/should
er N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
External V 
neck only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8 
(red) Yes/No Olla
Neck3/should
er 5 w/adorno
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ27/cIII Unslipped Striatedrim/neck 7 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
thickening/sligh
t ext. flaring 15
External V 
rim/neck
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Olla N/A neck6
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striatedrim/neck 7 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
Thickening/Flat 
rim 24
External V 
rim/neck
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A neck4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striatedrim/body 11 N/A N/A
Int/Ext 
Thickening/rou
nded rim/facing 
Int at 90° 32
External H 
rim only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body2
Fine-Med 
(up to 
1.5mm)
CZ13/II Unslipped Striatedrim/neck 12 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening/Rou
nded Rim 32
External H 
rim only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/8(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body2
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
CZ45/I Unslipped Striatedrim/neck 9 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded 
rim/slanted 
inward 25
External H 
rim only
VA Striated: 
Chen Rio
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR3/1 
(very dark 
grey) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 2mm)
EM-0 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 11
Vertical 
(38mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/2
2mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded 
rim/slanted 
inward 20
External H 
rim/V body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR4/6 
(red) Yes/No Tecomate 5 Body2
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
EM-0 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 8
Vertical 
(26mm 
wide)
Over 
striations/2
3mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 20
External H 
rim/body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Tecomate 8 Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
EM-13 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 13
Vertical 
(16mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/1
7mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/flat 
rim 15
External 
combo body 
only
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate 9 Body2 Fine (<1mm)
EM-81 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 9
Vertical 
(25mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/1
1mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 9
Ext slanted 
V/body only
VA 
Striated:VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR5/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate 5 Body2 Fine (<1mm)
EM-84 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 9
Horizontal 
(35mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/2
5mm below 
rim
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 22
Ext combo 
rim/H body 
beneath 
handle
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No Tecomate 7 Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 2mm)
EM-20 Unslipped StriatedRim w/body 14 N/A N/A
Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 20
Ext H 
rim/body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
5YR5/6 
(yellowish 
red) Yes/No Tecomate N/A Body3
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
EM-9 Unslipped StriatedSupport N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Ext V
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/2 
(brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A N/A
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm) convex
SF2-1 Unslipped PlainBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Achiote 
Unslipped: 
Saban
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
5YR4/2 (dark 
reddish 
brown) Yes/No ? N/A
Body6 (slightly 
rounded)
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Sherd ID Texture Vessel Part Rim Thickness(mm) Handle
Handle 
Attachment 
Mode
Rim 
Form/Character
istics
Rim 
Diameter 
(cm)
Striation 
Patterning G/T/V Paste Temper Munsell Photo/Sketch Vessel Form
Handle 
Thickness
Body 
Thickness(mm)
Striation 
Thickness Base Type
Neck/Shoul
der 
Attributes
N603-1 Unslipped PlainBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Achiote 
Unslipped: 
Saban
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR5/4 
(brown) Yes/No N/A N/A Body5
I-849N Unslipped PlainBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Achiote 
Unslipped: 
Saban
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
10YR4/3 
(brown) Yes/No N/A N/A Body3
N602-8 Unslipped PlainRim w/body 13 N/A N/A
Ext 
thickening/flat 
rim 60 N/A
Tancah 
Burdo: 
Tancah
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No
Tecomate or 
Burdo? N/A Body5
Q-5-4.1 Unslipped PlainRim w/body 21 N/A N/A
External 
Thickening 12 N/A
Saban 
Burdo: 
Becoob
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
calcite and 
clear 
quartzite?
10YR4/8 
(red) Yes/No
Tecomate or 
Burdo? N/A Body7
Q-5-4.2 Unslipped Plain
Rim 
w/handle 
attachment 15
Vertical 
(28mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/2
6mm below 
rim
Ext 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 12 N/A
Saban 
Burdo: 
Becoob
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
calcite and 
clear 
quartzite?
2.5YR5/8 
(red) Yes/No Tecomate 13 Body4
53201-11 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Ext/Int 
slanted H 
body
Chan 
Cenote 
Striated: 
Chiquila
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
2.5YR5/8 
(red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body7 E/I Fine
51205-5 Unslipped Plainneck/body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Saban 
Burdo: 
Saban
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR4/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
neck5/should
er-body5
CH/CS-114 & 
CH/CS-114 
(glued 
together) Unslipped StriatedRim 9 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
Thickening/sem
i-flat rim 15
Ext V 
rim/body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
calcite and 
grog
7.5YR5/6(str
ong brown) Yes/No Olla N/A
Body6 (slightly 
rounded) Fine (<1mm)
CH/CS-120 Unslipped StriatedRim/neck 9 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 21
Ext V 
rim/neck
VA Striated: 
Va
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Med 
Calcite 
and/or 
quartz/mica
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No Olla N/A Neck6 Fine (<1mm)
CH/CS-1 & 
CH/CS-1 
(glued 
together Unslipped StriatedRim w/neck 9 N/A N/A
Slight Internal 
Thickening/rou
nded rim 22
Ext V 
rim/neck
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
10YR5/4 
(yellowish 
brown) Yes/No Olla N/A Neck6 Fine (<1mm)
CH/CS-101 Unslipped Striatedneck/body N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Ext V neck 
only
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Med 
Calcite 
and/or 
quartz/mica
2.5YR4/8(re
d) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
neck5/should
er-body5 Fine (<1mm)
CH/CS-108 Unslipped StriatedBody/Neck N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Ext V 
Body/neck 
only
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Neck6 Fine (<1mm)
IC-176 Unslipped Plain
rim/neck/sh
oulder 
portion 7 N/A N/A
Ext 
Thickening/rou
nded 
rim/flaring 
outward 20 N/A N/A
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
7.5YR6/6(re
ddish 
yellow) Yes/No Olla N/A neck5
IC-113 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
V or H (prob. 
V) N/A
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A
Body6 (slightly 
rounded)
Fine-Med 
(up to 2mm)
IC-113 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
V or H (prob. 
V)
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
IC-188 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A V or H 
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
7.5YR2.5/1 
(black) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5 Fine (<1mm)
IC-113 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A V or H
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
5YR4/6(yello
wish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
IC-113 Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A V or H
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR5/8(yello
wish red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body4
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
IZ-1 Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 14
Vertical 
(53mm 
wide)
Over 
Striations/1
9mm below 
rim
Int Thickening 
rim/rounded 
rim 17
Ext H rim/V 
body
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain Fine Calcite
10YR4/2 
(dark 
greyish 
brown) Yes/No Tecomate 9 N/A
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
IZ-
1/EST19/C1-
95 (?) Unslipped StriatedBody N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Ext V or H ?
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-
Medium 
Calcite
2.5YR5/8 
(red) Yes/No
Olla or 
Tecomate N/A Body5 Fine (<1mm)
XBO 
NE/14a(p.49 
II) Unslipped Striated
Rim 
w/handle 
ttachment 24
Vertical/33
mm wide
Post 
Striations/2
1mm below 
rim
Ext/Int 
Thickening/Flat 
Ext sloping rim 15
Ext slanted 
V/body only
VA Striated: 
VA
Fine-
medium 
grain
Fine-Coarse 
Calcite
5YR4/3(redd
ish brown) Yes/No Tecomate 15 Body6 
Fine-Med 
(up to 1mm)
